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that to reject a young State for the reason that it 
js Democratic would make it Democratic forever? 
Does the gentleman from Indiana find anything 
in the history of the Republican party which jus- 
tifies such conviction of its stupidity, as would 
ead him to say that the Republican party, as a 
varty, is opposed to the admission of a free State 
feesuse her people had chosen such politics as 
seemed to them best? Does he not see that sa- 
gacious Republicans, finding that the Republican 
party in Oregon is now in a minority of only a 
few hundred votes, understand that if Oregon Be 
admitted by their action, and were thus set free 
from the influence of Executive patronage, she 
would very soon become a Republican State ? 

Zut further than that: the gentleman brings up 
another secret reason why the Republicans would 
oppose the admission @f Oregon. That secret rea- 
son is, that,in case of the failure of the people to 
elect a President, and incase of that election com- 
ing to this House, there will be a vote from Ore- 
gonagainst the Republican candidate, which may 
procure his defeat, Now, does not the gentle- 
man from Indiana understand that any such po- 
sition of the Republican party would secure its 
defeat? that if it were stupid enough to take a 
position against the admission of free States, be- 
cause their constitutions were not universally 
approved, it would require more than the vote 
of one State, either in Congress or out of Con- 
gress, to help or harm the prospects of the party? 
Ithank the gentleman from Indiana for the se- 
cretreasons which he has given and which I have 
thus far been enabled to prove too absurd and im- 
politic to influence the action of the Republican 
party. 

There are certain principles which, in my opin- 
ion, should govern the House on a question of 
the admission of a State. First, the constitution 
must be republican in form. Second, there must 
be sufficient population; what number may be 
sufficient, must be left to the discretion of Con- 
gress. Third, the proposed admission must be 
shgwn to be for the benefit of the contracting 
partied to be best for the State applying, to be 

est for the Confederacy. Let us look at these 
principles and see how they should affect the vote 
on the admission of Oregon. First, then, is the 
constitution presented by Oregon republican in 
form? 

I will here send to the Clerk’s desk a quotation 
from an authority which is justly and generally 
respected by Republicans—an extract from a 
speech of Senator Seward, made in the Senate of 
the United States last May upon this very ques- 
tion. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“T think there is nobody who doubts that the people of 
Oregon are to day ready, desirous, willing, to come in. 
They have made a constitution which is acceptable to them- 
selves, and a constitution which however it may be criti- 
cised here, after all complies substantially with every re- 
quirement which the Congress of the United States, or any 
considerable portion of either House of Congress has ever 
insisted on in regard to any State. 

“It seems to me, thereiore, to be trifling with the State 
of Oregon, trifling with the people of that community, and 
to be unnecessary, and catculated to produce an unfavor- 
able impression on the public mind, in regard to the con- 
sistency of the policy which we pursue in admitting States 
into the Uniony to delay or deny this applieation. For one, 
sir, [ think that the sooner a Territory emerges from its pro- 
Vincial condition, the better; the sooner the people are left 
to manage their own affairs and are admitted to participa- 
lon in the responsibilities of the Government, the stronger 
and the more vigorous the States which those people form 
willbe. [ trust, therefore, that the question will be taken, 
and that the State may be admitted without further delay.”’ 


Mr. THAYER. So much, then, in relation to 
the first principle which should govern our action 
in the admission of States. 
cerning the other? How will it affect this present 
Confederacy of States to admit the Territory of 
Oregon? Why, gentleman talk here as if we 
were discussing the question of admitting some 
new and unheard of race of monsters and canni- 
bals into the Union! Sir, is not this injustice to 
the people of Oregon? Will they contaminate 


this Confederacy? Just as much as their mount- |! 


ain streams will contaminate the Pacific ocean. I 
tell you, they may be inferior to us in education, 
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And what, sir, con- | 
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| in refinement, and in etiquette; they may not ap- | 


pear as well in the drawing-room as some of our 
eastern exquisites; but in the sturdy virtues of 
honesty, of fidelity, of industry, and of endur- 
ance, they are above the average of the people of 
this Confederacy. I regret that the gentleman 
from Maine the other day deemed it expedient to 
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| fore the House, on this occasion, has not taken 
| a sectional turn, nor has it assumed strictly a 


| party complexion. The chief object that I have 


| in view, | may say, is to define my own position 


| inregard to the question, much more than to con- 
vince the understandings of other gentlemen as to 
| what I may believe to be their duty, as legislators. 


call the pioneers of our national progress ‘‘inter- || I am glad to perceive the contrariety of opinion 


| lopers, runaways, and outlaws.’’ 

cerning American citizens in any Territory of the 

| Pnited States, and in any new State of this Con- 

ederacy, that they are above the average of the 

| population of the old States, in all that makes up 

manly and virtuous character. They have my 

sympathy; and never will | oppress them by my 
vote or my voice. 

If, then, there is great gain to the Confederacy, 


selves that she should be admitted into the Union? 


I affirm, con- | 


| is it not also better for the people of Oregon them- || 


Is it better that they should remain under the | 


| tuition of this Federal Government—a non-resi- | 


dent Government—or that they should govern 
themselves? 
advantages of self-government would seem to me 
unsuited to this place, and not tocomport well with 
| the history of this Republic; for the origin of this 
na¥on was a protest against a non-resident Gov- 
| ernment, and our history should be. For one, 
sir, | have no faith in that kind of government 
being exercised over Anglo-Saxons anywhere, 
| and least of all have I faith in that kind of gov- 
ernment being exercised by republics anywhere; 
and therefore, to relieve a portion of our people 


Why, sir, to contend against the | 


| from what I consider a curse—the curse of a non- | 
resident domination—I will cheerfully vote for the | 
admission of Qregon, Sir, this non-resident con- | 
trol is a relic as it was an invention of ancient | 


tyranny. It has come down from the history of 
| the old Romans; who had pro-consuls in Judea, 
|in Spain, in Gaul, in Germany, and in Britain; 


and England has copied their example, and sent || 
governors and governors-general to India, and to || 
But we protested success- | 


this continent also. 


fully against that kind of government by the war | 


| when every portion of our national domain shall 


of the Revolution; and I look forward to the time | 


be free from it; when we shall have no provincial | 
| dependencies whatever; when we shall have noth- | 


| ing but a combination of equal and sovereign re- 
| publics. 

this Government to a position where they will be, 
| as was well said last session by the gentleman 
| from Alabama, [Mr. Curry,} ** few and simple,”’ 
as they should be. 

It is in accordance with this view that I shall 
oppose anything that leads to complications—that 
shall multiply or extend our provincial depend- 
encies. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did wish to review the 
action of the minority of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories in relation to this question. They have 
reported the bill of the majority with an addi- 
tional provision repealing the clause of the En- 
glish bill restricting the right of Kansas to come 
| intp the Union with a less population than ninety- 
three thousand. Now, sir, I had supposed that 
the gentlemen of the minority of the committee 
| would have voted for the bill which they have 
reported, but speeches have been made by two of 
the gentlemen who signed that report, in which 
they went off on an altogether different line of 
reasoning. They have talked about the uncon- 
stitutionalfty of the constitution of Oregon, ahd 
about its invasions of humanrights, without con- 
| fining themselves at all to the argument of their 

minority report. And now l wish to know for 
| what consideration the signers of that report are 
| willing to ignore all these revered human rights, 
| invaded and ruined by the constitution of Oregon? 
| [have their reply in this report. On one condition 
| they are willing to sanction all these outrages, 

and that condition is that a certain act concernin 
| Kansas shall be repealed. If the report is in goo 
| faith, there can be no other conclusion. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I am rejoiced to find 
' that the discussion of the grave subject that is be- 


|| mate one. 


that exists in this body, that a particular senti- 
ment is not confined to either side of the House; 
bat that difference of opinion exists upon both 
sides, and is confined to no particular class of pol- 
iticians. 

It is very well known that I belong to a class 
that never will, so long as they are faithful to the 
principles they advocate, tolerate the admission 
of a State into this Union that permits, by its con- 
stitution alien suffrage. No, sir; I should be 
striking at the root of American principles when- 
ever I yielded such a point as that. Yet, 1 do not 
propose, upon this occasion, to debate that par- 
ticular question at length, because it has been 
| descanted upon so elaborately and so ably y oy 

that 


friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Zoruicorrer, 
I will pretermit any extended expression of opin- 
ion in relation to it. 
| I propose, however, upon this subject, to refer 
gentlemen to the opinions of one of the highest 
intellects of the nineteenth century—a statesman 
of the South who, more than twenty years ago, 
with a sagacity that equaled that of any man in 
this country, foresaw the danger of extending thia 
species of suffrage. I allude to Mr. Calhoun, and 
to his remarks upon the admission of Michigan, 
in which he spoke of the’evil consequences of en- 
couraging this violation of the spirit of American 
| Institutions. 
Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me 

| to interrupt him at that point? 

Mr. HILL. For a moment only. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to eall the attention 
of the gentleman, and of the House, to the fact, in 
relation to the position of Mr. Calhoun upon the 
question of the admission of Michigan, that he 
declared repeatedly, during the progress of that 
| speech, as is shown by the speech itself, that he 
had been hurried into the debate without time to 
consider the question, and that accounts for the 


|| inaccuracies of expression in that speech. 
Then, sir, we may bring the duties of | 


Mr: HILL. I will concede that what the gen- 
| tleman says is true, and the only remark I have 
| to make upon it is, that I would like to see the 
gentleman himself, or any other genUeman enter- 
taining opinions coincident with his, successfully 
review the speech of Mr. Calhoun, and convince 
me that its doctrines are erroneous, I have never 
seen a criticism which served to satisfy me that 
it was an error, anduntil that is done, | shall be 
content to square my opinions with his, and take 
shelter under the great Carolinian. I will here 
read some extracts from the speech of that dis- 
| inguished statesman. They are as follows:, 


“1 do not deem it necessary to follow my colleague and 
the Senator from Kentucky, in their attempt to define or 
describe a citizen. Nothing is more difficult than the defi- 
Wition, or even description, of so complex an idea; and 
hence all arguments resting on one definition, in sueh cases, 
| almost necessarily tead to uncertainty and doubt. But though 
| wé may not beable to say, with precision, what a citizen 

is, We may say, with the utmost certainty, what he is not. 
He is not an alien. Alien and citizen are correlative terms, 
and stand in contradistinction to each other. They, of 
| course, cannot coexist. ‘They are,in fact, s0 opposie in 
| their nature, that we conceive of the one but in contradis- 
| tinetion to the other. ‘Thus far all must be agreed. My next 
. 
| 
| 


step is not less certain. 
* The Constitution confers on Con the authority to 
pass unitorm laws of naturalization. This will not be ques- 
| tioned; nor will it be that the effect of naturalization is to 
| remove alienage. | am not certain that the word is a Jegiti- 
(Mr. Preston said, in a low tone, it was.) My 
| colleague says it is. His authority is high on such ques- 
| tions, and with it 1 feel myself at liberty to use the word. 
| To remove alienage is simply to put the foreigner in the con- 
dition of a native-born. ‘To this extent the act of naturali- 
zation goes, and no further. 
* The next position f assume is no less certain :that when 
Congress has exercised its authority, by passing a uniform 
law of naturalization, (as it has,) it excludes the right of ex- 
| ercising a similar authority on the part of the State. To 
| suppose that the States could pass naturalization acts of 
their own, after Congress had passed a uniform law of nat- 
uralization, would be to make the provision of the Consti- 
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tution nugatory. I do not deem it necessary to dwell on 


this point, as | understood my colleague as acquiescing in | 


its correctness. 

** 1 am now prepared to decide the question which my 
colieagué has raised. | have shown that a cilizen is notan 
alien, and that alienage is an insuperable barrier, ull re- 
moved, to citizenship; and that it can only be removed by 
complying with the act of Congress. It follows of course 
that a State cannot, of its own authority, make an alien @ 
citizen without such compliance. To suppose it can, in- 
volves, in my opimion, a confusion of ideas which must lead 
to innumerable absurdities and contradictions. I propose 
to notice but a few.’’ e ° ® ° e * 

« Whatever difference of opinion there may be as to what 
Other rights appertain to a citizen, all must at least agree 
that he has the right to petition, and also to claim the pro- 
tection of his Government. These belong to him as a mem- 
ber of ie body politic; and the possession of them is what 


separates citizens of the lowest condition from aliens and | 


slaves. To suppose that a State can make an alien a citi- 
zen of the State, or, to present the question more specially, 
can confer on him the right of voting, would involve the ab- 
surdity of giving him a direct and immediate control over 
the action of the General Government, from which he has 
no right to claim the protection, and to which he has no 
right to present a petiuon. Thatthe fall force of the absurd- 
ity may be felt, it must be borne in mind that every depart- 
ment of the General Government is either directly or indi- 
rectly under the control of the voters in the several States. 
The Constitution wisely provides that the voters for the 
most numerous branch of the Legislature in the several 
States shall vote for the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and as the members of this body are chosen by 
the Legislauires of the States, and the presidential electors 
either by the Legislatures or voters in the several States, it 
follows, as I have stated, that the action of the General 


Government is either directly or indirectly under the con- | 


trol of the voters in the several States. Now, admit that a 
State may confer the right of voting on all aliens, and it 
will follow, a8 a necessary consequence, that we might 
have among Our constituents persons who have not the right 
to claim the protection of the Government, or to present a 

‘tition to it. I would ask my colleague if he would wiil- 
ingly bear the relation of representative to those who could 
not claim his aid, as Senator, to protect them from oppres- 
sion, or to presenta petition through him to the Senate, 
cones for a redress of grievance? And yet such might be 

is condition on the principle for which he contends. 

* Buta still greater difficulty remains. Suppose a war 
should be declared between the United States and the coun- 
try to which the alien belongs—suppose, for instance, that 
South Carolina should confer the right to vote on alien sub- 
jects of Great Britain residing within her limits, and that 
war should be declared between the two*countries: what, 
in such event, would be the condition of that portion of our 
voters? They, as alien enemies, would be liable to be 
seized under the jaws of Congress, and to have their goods 
confiscated, and themselves imprisoned, or sent out of the 
country. The principle that leads to such consequences can- 
not be true; and I venture nothing in asserting that Caro- 
Jina, at least, will never give it her sanction. She never 
Will assent to incorporate, as members of her bedy politic , 
those who might be placed in so degraded a condition, and 
80 completely under the control of the General Government. 
But let us pass from these (as it appears to me conclusive) 
views, and inquire what were the objects of the Constitu- 
tion in conferring on Congress the authority of passing uni- 
form laws of naturalization—from which, if I mistake not, 
arguments not less conclusive may be drawn in support of 
the position for which I contend. 

“In conferring this power, the framers of the Constitu- 
tion must have had two objects in view: one to prevent 
competition between the States in holding outinducements 
for the emigration of foreigners, and the other to prevent 
their improper influence over the General Government 
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have come before the Senate; and I deeply regret, as I am 


sure he does, that we should differ on this highly-important 

| subject.” 
But, sir, a grave objection which I made to the 
admission of Oregon is this: at the last session of 
| Congress, it is well known by some of my col- 
|| leagues, and by no one of them better than by the 


chairman of the Committee on Territories, [Mr. | 


Sreruens,] that I was by no means in love with 
| the bill known as the English compromise. The 
| best I could make of it, after examination, was 

that it was a sort of euthanasy, an easy death 

provided for the Democratic party, in the debil- 
| itated condition to which they had already been 
previously reduced. I was not disposed to thwart 


that party in that matter, but was willing to give | 


| them the means of transit they desired, to cut 
loose from the Kansas question—a question which, 
| left to me, would never have arisen, nor assumed 


| the perilous shape it did. I did consent, with some | 


reluctance, upon assurances by gentlemen who 
| had the means of knowing, that good would come 
of it, or at all events that peace would come to 
| the nation; to overcome some scruples in relation 
to voting forthe bill. Being necessarily absent at 
the time, I agreed to be paired off upon the final 
vote, because of the great feature which was in- 


of our legislation, of requiring a population equal 


this floor. 
_ thought the advocates of the measure had placed 
themselves firmly, never to &bandon it. 


seems that in this I was mistaken. 


| 


Ingenious 
arguments are now resorted to to show that there 


| that it is ample. We are called upon to infer, from 


|| a census taken years ago, that according to the 


through such States as might naturalize foreigners, and 
could confer on them the right of exercising an elective | 
franchise, before they could be sufficiently informed of the | 


nature of our institutions, or were interested in their pres- 
ervation. Both of these objects would be defeated, if the 


States may confer on aliens the right of voting and the other | 
eet pg belonging to citizens. On that supposition, it | 


would be almost impossible to conceive what good could be 
obtained or evil prevented by conferring the power on Con- 
gress. The power would be perfectly nugatory. A State 


might hold out every impfoper inducement to emigration | 
as “freely as if the pewer did not exist; and might confer | 


On the alien all the political rights and privileges belonging 

to a native-born citizen ; not only to the _— injury of the 

— but to an improper control of the Government of the 
anion. 


“To illustrate what { have said, suppose the dominant | 


party in New York, finding political power about to depart | 


m them, should, to maintain their ascendency, extend 
the right of 

guage, and from every portion of the world, that annually 
pour into her emporium: how deeply might the destiny 
of the whole Union be affected by such a measure! It 
might, in fact, place the control over the General Govern- 
ment in the hands of those who know nothing of our insti- 
tutions, and are indifferent as to the interests of the couu- 


suffrage to the thousands of aliens of every lan- | 


try. New York gives about one sixth of the electoral votes | 


in the choice of President and Vice President; and itis well 
known that her political institutions keep the State nearly 
equally divided into two great political parties. ‘The addi- 
tion ef a few thousand votes either Way might turn the 
scale ; and the electors might, in fact, owe their election, 
on the supposition, tothe votes of unnaturalized foreigners. 
‘The presidential eleetion might depend on the elec vote 
of the State, and a President be ehosen in reality by them ; 
that is, they might give us a king, gor, under the usurpations 
of the present Chief Magistrate, the President is in fact a 
king. I ask my eollcague if we ought willingly to yield our 
assent to a principle that would lead to such and if 
there be any danger on the side for which I cont com- 
eyayabnere sme have stated? | know how 

¢ is in the truth of the position for which he eontends, and 


that his opinion was founded anterior to this discussion. We | 


have rarely differed in our views on the questions which 


| probable increase of population‘there is a suffi- 
| cient population, and even that it amounts to one 
| hundred thousand. If I was convinced that such 


| is the case, after having done what I did do, I | 


| should consider it a departure from principle in 
| me to consent to vote for the admission of this 
| State until the same rule was applied for the ascer- 
| tainment of her population that was applied to 
| Kansas. That is the rule that I demand for it, 
| and with nothing else willl be content. Never 


other State, no matter where located, whether in 
the tropics or under the North pole, unless its ad- 
mission is in obedience to this rule. 

I discard, as too humiliating, the idea that any 
gentleman is governed by considerations of po- 
litical expediency in voting for or against the ad- 
mission of this new State. If asked why I con- 
sented to vote for the admission of Kansas under 
the English bill? I answer, it was to give peace 
and quiet to my distracted country, and for no 
other reason under heaven; and until it is shown 
to me that Oregon is in a state of revolution and 
of chaos; that her citizens are cutting each others’ 
throats; and that there is danger of involving the 
entire nation in civil strife, I will not vote to ad- 
mit her as a State into this Union without a pre- 
vious ascertainment, by a census legally taken, 
that her population equals that required for a 
member of thie House. 

Was no importance attached to this view of 
the case last session? Why was it included in 


the English bill? I answer, because of its cor- | 


rectness in principle, and because it would segure 
votes which could not otherwise be obtained. 


What did Senator Brown, of Mississippi, say | 


in reference to this question of population? He 
said this: 


“ For myself, I am free to say, I hope the people of Kan- | 


sas will, if this bill passes, adhere to their ordinance, and 


insist on aes out of the Union. If they come in, they 
must come in under the Lecompton constitution ; if they 
stay out, they must stay until they have the population to 
entitle them to one Representative in Congress. That suits 
me. I close in with that offer.” 


I subscribe to the sentiments of the Senator from 
eneetaet and if Kansas were here now apply- 
ing for admission, as Oregon is, without a clear 
and legal ascertainment that her population was 
equal to the ratio of representation, I put it to the 
gentleman from Texas, [Mr. et who has 
asked me a question, whether he would vote for 
her admission, unless first thus satisfied that she 
had the ninety-three thousand four hundred and 
twenty inhabitants required by the English bill ? 

Mr, REAGAN. I have not participated in the 
discussion of this question, and do not care to go 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


into it unless I have time to 


corporated in it, for the first time in the history | 


to the ratio of representation for a member upon | 
There I planted myself, and there I 


Sut it | 


#s no deficiency in the population of Oregon; but | 


will I vote forthe admission of Oregon, or of any | 
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ut my view 
the record fully. P t open 
‘|. Mr. HILL. If the gentleman’s answer is sat. 
isfactory to himself, | make no complaint of j; 
I pass on to the remarks of Senator Hu ; 
Virginia, upon this subject. 
guage: 
|; ** We maintain, as a general proposition, tha 
| of no Territory cught to be odebeed as a State wen 
have population enough for one member of Congress, D2 
any one dispute that principle? Is it not evident upon > 
face? But we say in this case of Kansas—and we are = 
|| cere in it, for we said it two years ago in the bill offered . 
the Senator from Georgia—we will waive these considers 
tions for the sake of the peace of the country, and in Orde 
to settle the agitating question, provided you wil! core in 
and make a final disposition of the whole matter. Ir, hey 
ever, you refuse to come in and make a final disposition of 
the whole matter, the consideration fails upon which Wo 
were willing to incur the mischief of admitting a new Stq;, 
with an insufficient population. We can no longer attain 
that good. The next best thing we can do for the peace oy 
the country is to say to her, ‘you must be quiet until yoy 
have people enough to entitle you to at least one member 
| before you enter the Union.’ We thas, at last, put dowp 
these attempts at conventions, which may disturb and dis 
tract that people, and introduce questions of discord ay, 
| confusion in Congress. We thus establish a sound genera 
principle, whose justice, I think, cannot be disputed.” 


Mr. Toomss, a a Senator from my 
own State, in his speech upon this famous Ehe- 
lish bill, referring to the importance of requiring 
a sufficient population, remarked as follows: 

* The Senator from Iflinois says that he is willing to agree 
| to the principle of not allowing a State to be admitted unti 
the has ninety-three thousand people, or a sufficient num- 
ber for one member, according to the ratio. He voted for 
it, and so did I ; and when, two years ago, I introduced a 
|, bill to solve this difficulty by bringing her into the Union 
then, I declared, from my seat here, thdt it was a violation 
of a principle. This is the general rule. I supposed the 
then condition of the country made Kansas an exceptiona! 
| case; I put it exclusively on the ground of an exceptional 
| case; I was really desirous of pacificating the country on 

this question. We have labored todoit. The Adminis- 
tration has labored to do it ; the Democratic party has labored 
to do it; but a majority of the people of Kansas, it seems, 
| Or at least a large portion of them, taking their counsels 
from the Opposition, have, even to the extent of refusing to 
vote, used all the means in their power to prevent it. Well, 
what do we say now? ‘We accept your constitution— it 
is your act; we give you the ordinary grant of land; but 
if you do not wish to come in, we remit you to the general 
rule’—that is all. The Senator from IJlinois says that gen 
eral rule is a right rule, and we ought never to depart from 
|| it. It is one from which Congress has not usually departed, 
), and which never ought to be departed from except unde: 
|| extraordinary circumstances. Asa general rule itis a sound 
|, one; but there may be exceptions to all rules. When I pro 

posed to depart from it I was acting for Kansas, endeavoring 
to pacificate her, and also endeavoring to take this question, 
| which was a disturbing and dangerous element, out of the 
politics of the United States.”’ 

I am fortified in my objections by these author- 
ities. The same considerations operate now upon 
me that then justified and controlled the eminent 
Senators from whom I have quoted. I put my 
objection to the admission of Oregon upon the 
same ground. 

A good deal has been said in relation to some 
obnoxious clauses in this constitution of Oregon. 
We observe that what is a matter of no objec- 
tion to one, is very disagreeable and distasteful 
to another. Iam free to state that, if I were a 
citizen of Oregon, I should most heartily agree 
with the interdiction from her limits of China- 
men, negroes, mulattoes, &c. I think that it isa 
most wholesome provision. A gentleman asks if 
I would shut the courts against them? This class 
of persons, who are not already in Oregon, have 
nothing to do with the courts, and cannot have. 
If there be persons there that are entitled to free- 
| dom, and I had it in my power to secure them 
their rights, I would do so; but, sir, I could never 
think of putting these negroes and mulattoes, 
| &c., upon an equality with the whites. I rejoice 
to see a position of this sort, so conservative and 
so proper, taken by the people of Oregon. With 
a constitution so proper in that respect, I wish 
‘that it had been correct in other important partic- 
ulars. I wish that it had a sufficient population, 
clearly shown by a census duly and lawfully 
taken; and that there was no clause in her con- 
stitution permitting alien suffrage. In that case, 
I would vote for her admission with pleasure. 

But, sir, the alien suffrage clause of her consti- 
tution is as obnoxious as that contained in the 
|| Minneseta constitution. Where are we drifting, 
i and what is to become of our ancient landmarks’ 
| Is citizenship so worthless as to go for nothing ° 
| Are aliens to be bribed to come upon our shores 
| and receive homes on our public lands as a re- 

ward for immigration? Are they, upon their ar- 
\| rival, to be instantly invested with the rights of 


NTER, 
He held this a 
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mn suffrage, equal to him who was born and reared | serving good masters, wherever they are, and | and several thousand less than the population of 
noon the soil? I trust not; I hope that the spirit || that is the best privilege, in my humble judgment, || Kansas. 

which has been so rife within the past three or || that can be accorded to them in Massachusetts, || What has Oregondone to entitle her to superior 

M four years will receivea check. Indeed, sir, lam || New York, or wherever else they may be found. || rights er consideration? What peculiar reasons 

of convinced that the time will yet come when the || When the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. || are there, | demand to know, why a Territory on 

n- paupers and criminals cast upon us from the pris- | Dawes] was lamenting the defection from prin- || the Pacific coast should be admitted to special grace 
hos and lazar-houses of Europe will satisfy the || ciple, on the part of northern gentlemen, towards |! and favor, to the exclusion of her sister Territo- 











it. 


He deluded and mistaken people of the South that || this class of their population, it occured to me to || ries on this'side of the Rocky Mountains? Does 
. they are the antagonists of their own peculiar in- || ask him how that popgation compared in moral || this House propose to violate its own rules? to 
its stitutions and interests. It is not too much for || worth with the white population of Massachu- || inaugurate the example of a different rules 


lyin 

n- me to say, as one of the South, that when you || setts? and whether he wished for a further infu- || to different Territories? aid that bp way of re- 
by once arouse the sensitive feelings of that section, || sion of that sort of population into the State of || wards and punishments,‘aim to control and con- 
e her people will rise up and assert the principles || Massachusetts? I presume he would answer that || form the institutions, policies, and politics of in- 
in of the American party on the question of suffrage. || he did not. Iask the distinguished gentleman || cipient States, to the powers that be? I shall vote 
" Mr. DAVIS, of Seen The gentleman | from Pennsylvania[Mr.Grow) whether it would || for no sach discrimination; to the last degree un- 
has referred to the opinion of Governor Brown, || be agreeable to him to see an increase of the col- || equal, invidious, and unjust. There is but one 
it of Mississippi, and of Senator Toomss, in support || ored population of the State of Pennsylvania? 

in of his view of the subject of a prong he Mr. GROW. So far as I am concerned, I 
of conference bill, I find, was passed on the 30th of |} would not exclude anybody that God Almighty 
= April; and on the 18th of May I find that Senator 


| way of safety—equality, even-handed justice. 
| 2 My seant ground of objection is, that the 
| admission of Oregon would be unjust to the States 


creates on the face of the earth, from his birth- || already in the Union, and especially towards the 
m Toomss voted for the passage of the Oregon bill. || place. | larger and older States. 


8 So did Governor Brown. If the quotation from Mr. HILL. That is not answering my ques- s to this point, the argument contained in the 
their remarks upon the conference bill are worth || tion. I ask the gentleman if he would desire the || annttal message of the President is clear and con- 
anything, how are they to be reconciled with their || immigration of people of this class into the State || clusive. This oughtto be received as good author- 
yotes eighteen days afterwards? Are their votes || of Pennsylvania? ity by the other side of the House, and I com- 
'y not to be reconciled upon the ground that the Mr. GROW. I never would vote to exclude || mend it to the favorable’ consideration of the 
> English conference bill was not to have a retro- || any human being from coming into the State of || friends of the Administration on this floor. 
5 spective operation, and that the Oregon bill was || Pennsylvania, whatever his color, or wherever The extract which I propose to read stands out 
ending in the Senate at the time of the passage || the place of his birth. | in that document as about the only green spot in 
of that conference bill? Was not that the view r. HILL. It would be very strange to me, || the ‘* wide waste”’ of Executive expansion and 


Ba 


‘ ; ‘“ The Federal Government has ever been a liberal parent ies 
. Mr. HELL. 1 have made the extracts which | one the gentleman from Pennsylvania may || to the Territories, and a generous contributor to the useful t 
. were read, for the purpose of sustaining my argu- be wil Ing to put negroes on an equality with the enterprises of the early settlers. It has paid the expenses fe 
al ment; and I think that they have done so. To whites? of their governments and Legislative Assemblies out of the Fat 
al ’ Mr. GROW common Treasury, and thus relieved them from a heavy i i 
Tre 


taken by those gentlemen at the time they voted 
for the conference bill? The conference bill and 
the Oregon bill are cotemporary. 





do themselves justice, I think the Senators ought | 





if I should ever inhabit a free State, not to find 
its white people favoring a very wide discrim- 
ination between the white and the black races. | 





In their personal rights if they || 





| folly; and I gratefully repose upon it. Here it is. 
The President says: . 





ee ee po 


s \ \ | charge. Under these circumstances, nothing can be better 

; to have voted against this measure. I do not say || observe the laws. || calculated to retard their material progress than to divert 

“d how they voted. The gentleman informs me that Mr. HILL. Are they as apt to observe the || them from their useful employments, by prematurely excit- 

; they voted for the admission of Oregon. They || laws as the white population are? How stands | 7a = See 

: may satisfy themselves that they have done right || that? ‘Governors, Senators, and members of Congress, to wait 

1. and acted consistently; but they have failed to Mr. GROW. I cannot answer as to that, be- || until the number of inhabitants shall equal those of a sin- 

it satisfy me that there was anything in the Oregon || cause I have not the facts and statistics; and the | gle congressional district. They surely ought not to be per- 

: a act, taken in connection with the ordi- || gentleman from Georgia will understand me as | oe Fania pret ae neg — 
; nance of 1787, that made it proper that they should Proposing to treat this question fairly. _ some of the States. This was the condition of Kansas when } 
. have voted for the admission of Oregon. That r. HILL. Mr. Speaker, 1 have no idea of | it made application to be admitted under the Topeka con- : 
i, oint has been adverted to by my friend from || treating questions of this gravity as mere ques- [a ae se ae cane render the mass : 
Tennessee, (Mr. Zouticorren, }and he has shown || tions of expediency, to be governed by the im- || 9 population coleeted in a new Territory at all homoge- 
: where it is conclusive against them. pulses and consequences of the hour in which || Establish the rule, and all will look forward to it and gov- 
g Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I will ask the gentle- || they occur, or of the day, or of the year, or two || ern themselves accordingly. ; 
i man from Georgia if it is not probable that the || years, or three years, that may succeed the trans- || |,“ vee ee = ~ —e ee ' 
distinguished gentlemen alluded to by the mem- || action. I do not look in any sense to Oregon as || {1 aids ienen ae Sant ocotnene whee ' 

ber from Mississippi were actuated by their de- || a future State, or to what her hereafter may be, || in Congress. Should the people of the States fail to elect ; 

7 sire to get rid of a great and exciting question that || in any event, in this Confederacy. It matters not | a Vine vreeae, Ge power eo apis io Sane : 
n : ' > i i ; 4 seiec lis Officer iro e two iignes i 

, was disturbing the peace of the whole country, || to me, in any ee which may, by POS- || list. In ease of the death of thie President, the Vice Presi- : 
t North and South ? sibility, arise, what part she might play. ‘‘ Suffi- | dent, thus elected by the Senate, becomes President of the t 
7 . . . . - ’ - b 

Mr. HILL. They have so said. They ad- || cient unto the day is the evil thereof.”’ I cannot, || United States. On all questions of legislation, the Senators ‘ 
e mitted that it was a departure from principle, and || and,will not, consent to depart from what I under- || from the smallest States of the Union have an equal vote c 
: sheltered themselves under the imperious necessi- || stand and honestly believe to be a great cardinal a Rosen Oe wegneeS e wad uaemmaaen 

| ties of the hour. But that necessity does not, cer- || principle, to vote for the admission of this pro- |) ents. All this has worked admirably in practice, whilst 

. tainly, exist in relation to Oregon. No gentle- || posed new State. it conforms in principe with the character of a Govern- 

; man will say that the situation of Oregon is || [Here the hammer el) — ee eed — — 

: analogous to that of Kansas, and, therefore, that Mr. CLARK B. COC RANE. Tam opposed rangement. Silll,is itnot unjantend unequal to the existing 

a suspension of this admirable and most conser- || to the admission of Oregon into the Union as a || gates to invest some forty or fifty thousand people col- 

e vative rule, as these three Senators say it.was, || State at the present time and under the constitu- || lected in a Territory with the attributes of sovereignty, and 

- ought, for that reason, to be applied to her. tion presented, and desire to ‘assign very briefly || place them on an equal footing with Virginia and New 

a Sir, I am acquainted with some of the citizens || my reasons for the vote I propose to give. ork in the Senate of tie United Staten! 

it of Oregon. The gentleman from Massachusetts My opposition to the measure rests upon three The population of the district which I have the 

s {Mr. Tuayer] said something about their char- || principal grounds: honor to represent on this floor, very consider- 

e acter. I happen to know very few of them; ‘but 1. Her admission would be a palpable infrac- || ably exceeds a hundred thousand. 

. those I do know commend themselves to me || tion of the rule established by this very Congress If Oregon is received ihto the Union upon her 

. very highly. Under different and proper circum- || in the case of Kansas; an unjust and most unde- || present application, she will immediately become 
, stances, it would afford me great pleasure to wel- || served discrimination in favor of Oregon, and a || equal in representation with my district in this 

t come them into the councils of the nation as || plain and dangerous violation of the equality of || branch of Congress, and, in the Senate of the Uni- 
L maioae. the Territories. ted States, equal to the whole State of New York, 

° have another objection, however, to the action The English bill, which stands to-day as a legal || with a population of more than three millions and 
d of this contemplated State, which doés not prop- || barrier against Kansas, and is claimed by the || a half. 
h erly apply at this particular time. It is under- || Federal Executive in his message as an absolute Before she can justly aspire to a position of 
h stood that she has actually, before she has become preeiatoe upon the right of the people of that || such power and consideration in the General 
r a State; while she is yet, indeed, but a Territory erritory to make application for admission into || Government, would there be any injustice in Te- 
' in transitu to the condition of a State, undertaken || the Union, provides that, “ whenever, and not || quiring her to show us affirmatively—not by giv- 
y to elect two Senators and aRepresentative to take || before, it is ascertained by a census, duly and || ing us the amount at which she may have ap- 
, their seats in Congress. That action I hold to be || legally taken, that the population of said Terri- || praised her property, or the result of her uncer- 


wrong in principle, premature, and such as ought 
not to be tolerated, although it is not without pre- 
cedent. © 

As to the issues which have arisen here be- 
tween gentlemen from the North, of the Repub- 
lican party, in regard to the propriety or impro- 
a of the admission of this State, they are 

tween them. I care not how many such issues 


tory equals or exceeds the ratio of representation 
required for a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States,’’ 
she may then proceed, in the mode prescribed, to 
form a constitution preparatory for admission 
into the Union as a State. Under the existing ra- 
tio of representation, the population requisite for 
one member of the House of Representatives is at 


arise on the subject of-the rights of the colored || least ninety-three thousand four hundred and 


population of this country; because, if left to me, | twenty. 


they would have very few rights, except that of 


he population of Oregon cannot be 


tain and unsafe speculations on the laws of in- 
crease and diminution; but, in the language of the 
‘English act,’’ ‘by a census duly and legally 
taken,’’ that she has at least sufficient population 
to entitle her to one member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, under the existing ratio of repre- 
sentation ? 

The rule established by the Engligh bill, if made 
applicable to all the Territories of the Union, 
presént and prospective, would be eminently fair 


much more than one half of the required number, || and just. More than this, sir; it would be, in 
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980 THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


A  — 


my judgment, a measure of propriety.and repose. '| tween allowing men all the rights and privileges 
Under the practical workings of such a rule, if || of American citizenship, and stripping them of 
made general, and equally and persistently admin- || a conceivable right, and declaring that they 
istered, as the permanent policy of the country, || shall not be permitted to live in. the Common- 
the growth of the Territories would be healthy, || wealth, or even to take shelter therein, though 
steady, and peaceful. There has been no time, || driven within herlimits by disaster or misfortune? 
since | have been a member of this House, that I || Thisexample needs but to be universally followed, 
would aot have voted for such a rule, if made of || and you have driven this portion of your race from 
universal application. I am prepared to vote for || the face of God’s earth—banished and branded as 
such a rule to-day and now. having been born into the world as so many tres- 
We did not, on this side of the House, as my || passers; and this by a system of legislation com- 
friend from Ohio [Mr. Nicnoxs] seems to sup- |; menced and inaugurated by the model Republic 
ose, object to the rule of population in the Eng- || in the declining half of the nineteenth century— 
fish bill, because the rule in itself was unjust qr || a Republic which its founders declared should 
unfair, but because it was applied for the first time || forever stand as an asylum for the outcast and 
to the Territory of Kansas, and made, by the mode || oppressed of all lands. 
of its use, an odious and offensive discrimination || t comnts that the provisions and policy of a 
against a free State; because it stood in the Eng- || constitution under which a new State seeks ad- 
lish bill as a threat to compel the people of that || mission into the Union, provided always these 
Territory to embrace a constitution which, in their || conform to the letter and spirit of the Federal 
heart of hearts, they profoundly abhorred. That |! Constitution, ought to be exempted, as a general 
they thus abhorred it, we then knew and declared. | rule, from congressional criticism. But this pro- 
And the event has more than proved the truth of || vision in the Oregon constitution is, in my judg- 
the words we uttered in their name, and more than || ment, in violation of both the letter and spirit of 
justified our confidence in the incorruptible in- || the Constitution, and is especially repugnant to 


tegrity and love of freedom of that noble and | section two, article four, which provides that— 
| The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all privi- 


lion-hearted people. It was for these reasons we 
leges and immunities of citizens in the several States.” 


arraigned and condemned it, let me say to the gen- 
tlemen from Ohio and from Massachusetts. | Under this provision of the Federal Constitu- 
The only decent pretense which could be urged || tion, a citizen of the State of Oregon would be 
in justification for its introduction into the Eng- || entitled to maintain a suit in the courts of New 
ak bill by the friends of that measure was, that | York, at any and at all times, for the purpose of 
the requirement in itself was sound and safe; and || enforcing a right or redressing a wrong; but a 
I regret, sir, to see that the rule then established, || citizen of New York, if he happens to have any 
haying performed its office, or, rather, having || African blood in his veins, is excluded from the 
failed to perform its office, is now to be abandoned || courts of Oregon by her —— law. I cannot 
in the house of its friends, and by those who had || vote for the admission of a State into this Union 
the honor of its paternity. | whose constitution closes the temples of justice 
If the rule was good for Kansas, it is safe for | and barricades the doors of the courts of the peo- 
Oregon; and I do not propose, for myself, how, | ple against freemen, no matter of what clime, 
ever others may feel constrained to act, to sanc- || color, or condition. The gentlemen from Mas- 
tion, by my vote, any such discrimination and || sachusetts can, if they choose, vote for a consti- 
inequality as this measure contemplates. || tution (and thus give life and vigor to it) which 
3. The reasons for my third objectionand |, admits aliens to citizenship and exciudes a class 
with me the objection is an insuperable one—are || of the citizens of Massachusetts from the courts; 
found in the constitution with which Oregon pre- || but I can do no such thing. 
sents herself for admission intothe Union. ‘The |; This section of the Oregon constitution ‘* out- 
objectionable clause stands out upon the instru- |; Herods Herod.’’ [t leaves the decision in the 
ment a separate and cumpact paragraph of refined || Dred Scott case a great distance behind. Exclud- 
inhumanity of the most studied and extraordinary || ing the dicta, and that decision simply holds that 
character. I venture to affirm, that in point of | a negro is nota citizen of the United States, and 
needless and gratuitous barbarity, it is without a || cannot, therefore, sue in the Federal courts. But 
| this section provides that free men, and citizens 
j 
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—_ + + + ee 

















parallel in the whole history of civilized States; 
and is, in my judgment, a plain infraction of t | in several of the States, shall have no standing in 
State courts. 
The gentleman from Indiana will notsucceed, || Now, sir,as I understand it, there is nota slave 
I apprehend, in averting the public attention in || State in this Union that denies the free colored 
any portion of the Confederacy from#@he intrin- || man access to her courts. The ways to their 
sic atrocity of this provision, by raising the stale | courts of justice are highways, along which all 
ery of “negro equality.’ It is not a question of || free men may press their steps in search of justice 
negro equality or inferiority atall, but one of com- | and equity. 
mon and-ordinary humanity. And let me say | ‘* The black laws,’’ as they have been called, 


here, to some of my friends on this side of ie | existing upon the statute-books of some of the 
northern States—though, I am glad to believe, 


House, that after you have given, by your votes, 
in most instances but a dead letter—are a lasting 





one ane cnevs to this proves of the on Seek aby me doy ae paaine 
ulion, iet us hear no more o 1e Wrongs of sia- | an urning reproach to the free States, and oug 
very. [t is infinitely better for any man, whether || to be removed; but none of these have gone the 
white or black, to be a slave, than an outlaw and || length of excluding this class of persons fromthe 
an outcast, pursued, hunted, and homeless, with- || courts of justice. : 
out country, security, or friends; excluded from || | What adds to the enormity of these enactments 
the courts, driven from the soil, afd cast, a mere || is, that they are so wholly gratuitous and unne- 
ae ay im upen oe cones of life, ex- || eens, a a slave eee re ve pea of 
osed toevery storm and smitten by every wave. is class of persons mi , regarded as of dan- 
ir I were compelled still to exist, and forced, to | gerous example, I sould understand the motives 
choose between the alternatives, I would say, | of such legislation, however much I might eon- 
give me chains and a shelter. Here is the pro- || demn the necessity, or deplore the act. But a free 
vision; hear it, and see whether there be any || State is utterly without excuse, and is justly ex- 
question of negro equality in it: || posed to the charge of needless and wanton cru- 
“ No free negro or mulatto,not residingin this Stateatthe | @lty. And I trust that those gentlemen who pro- 
time of the adoption of this constitution, shall ever coms, || or to encourage, by their votes, this species of 
reside, or be, within this State, or hold bey real a egislation, will hereafter repress their feelings of 


Soguandve dmeentaae e+ yah by penal law for the || “ly disapproval, when a slave State proposes to 
removal by public officers of a ana oe = ee and mu- || reduce to a state of slavery free negroes within its 


latioes, and for their effeetual exclusion from the State, and | territorial limits. It is time that this species of 
for the punishment of persons who shall bring them into the | “ee ation should be rebuked. 
rentrdhaiter ite henoy aydeeserine-mteeee r. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I have made up my 
Now, sir, we are appealed to, even on this side || mid, not without much hesitation, not without 
of the House, to give life and practical effect to || a good deaj of reflection, that I will vote for the 
this cold-blooded inhumanity, as unnecessary as || admission of Orégon asa State; and I do not rise 
it is wicked. If Oregon simply desired to pro- } now to make a speech, or even an argument, in 
vide against “* negro equality,’” was there no way favor of the position that I have taken, or in ex- 
except by legislating against these free colored | tion of the vote that I shall give. I would 
men, as she would legislate against beasts of prey? | have been content to have given upon this ques- 
Are there no middle, no intermediate grounds be- || tion—as I have upon almost every other—a silent 
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that speeches are sometimes made here for Bun- 
combe, (I do not know but there is a little of itin 
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| vote, but for the voice we heard yesterday fro 
| the spirit land, which found an utterance through 
| the bodily organism of my colleague from tii. 
| third district, (Mr. Hugues.) have waite : 
_ time in the expectation of seeing him in}; 
for it seemed to me that some of his rem 
| quired sephapton, and I would have Preferred 
| very much that he should have been present, But 
| our differences are on matters of opinion, and | 
shall endeavor not to do him any injustice, Hoe 
seemed to speak with an extraordinary authority 
| on this subject; and as he was speaking for hj 
_ party, and gave to this question, perhaps for th, 
| first time, a party turn, it is well that we should 

know by what authority, and from whence, he 
| spoke. I find it in his remarks: 

*T, perhaps, am as little biased by interest, as little tram. 
meled by popular feeling, upon questions of this nature a 
any man in this body. [ aww in a position to be impartiay 
| and independent. Mywace isrun. The grass grows gree), 

over my political grave, and I speak as a voiee from tho 
| spirit land. I stood side by side with these gentlemey 

through the trying scenes of a long and turbulent session 
in defense of the principles and integrity of the Democraric 


party. Having fallen at my postin the dischage of my duty 
I am content.”’ ' o 


dsome 
18 Seat, 
arks re. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, coming from such a strange 
locality, it is not wonderful that the speech of my 
colleague attracted considerable attention. Speak- 
ing, too, with the superior advantage of one who 
is already in the land of shades, some of his state. 
ments are rather startling, and are worthy of con- 
sideration. -In some portions of his remarks, hie 
seems to be jubilant and exultant, giving us reason 
to believe that he is in a comparatively happy 
state in the land beyond the river Styx; but on 
| other parts of his remarks he is mournfully bitter, 
| convincing us that he might well have rounded 
off some of his periods with the verse from the 
good old hymn— 

** Hark from the tombs a doleful sound, 
Mine ears attend the ery ; 
Ye living men, come view the ground 
Where you must shortly lie.” 

But, sir, to.be serious—for thisis a subject about 
which [do not think we ought to have very much 
fun—there were some representations made by 
my colleague about the position of gentlemen 
upon this side of the Chamber, about what had 
been determined on by them, and about the rea- 
sons which would control their action, which | 
think require a little attention. I do not know 
how far we should consider such questions as 
this, party questions. I know that it 1s too late in 
this discussion to divest it entirely of party feel- 
ing. While I suppose that I differ upon this ques- 
tion from a great majority of gentlemen upon this 
side of the House, | presume that, when the final 
vote comes to be taken, we shall find more than 
one member of the Democratic party yoting 
against the admission of Oregon as a State. 

I call attention to this, because I apprehend 





mine, and I think it honest to confess it;) and 
when we have another canvass in Indiana, if there 
should be a resurrection of my colleague, he might 
probably be citing the vote upon this question as 
evidence that the Democrats are in favor of the 
admission of free States, and the Republicans 
opposed to it. [aim not certain but that there 
would be something to be gained by the Repub- 
lican party, if we were to decide this question 
on party grounds, by voting for the admission of 
Oregon under this constitution. T am not certain 
that we should not gain fully as much as we 
should by voting to reject her, because there are 
one, two, or three provisions in her constitution 
that are notagreeable tous. I believe I could pro- 
duce evidence from that Territory, that some Re- 
publicans there are looking with anxiety to our 
action in this House, and hoping to see an almost 
unanimous vote upon this side of the House in 
favor of her admission. 

I send, however, a letter.to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read, which was received by a worthy mem- 
ber of this House. It is signed by a very good 
name, and I never knew aman of that name who 
was not upon the side of freedom, 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Orecon TerriToRY, November 19, 1858. 

Dear Sir: Having formerly been a resident of Morgan 
county, Ohio, and having there known you as an ardent 
friend of freedom and human fiberty, { have presumed to 
— ou a short note concerning the political condition 

On the 9th day of November, 1857, the people here voted 
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dont a free-State cpaeeegen, much to the discomfiture 
v euat three thousand pro-slavery voters. But on a failure 
vm) come cause not generally known here) to gain admis- 
» during the last session of Congress, those pro-slavery 
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not because we do not like our own race the best, 
because we have not the preference natural to us, 
| but because that they shall have dealt out 4o 








until they become citizens of the United States, 
and until they have thrown off, through the forms 





sb erats yave taken fresh courage, and now claim the || prescribed by law, their aleginnte and duty to | them for their protection, and for redress of their 
t 


“ant, notwithstanding the organic act, to hold slaves here |; the Government from which 


». virtue of the Dred Scott decision ; and they are now cir- 


plating petitions, which are signed by many who voted for | 


~ pe ptate, and which are to be presented to the Territo 
~ | Legislature al its Coming session, praying for an act to 
owe slave property in Oregon; and as the Legislature is 

-oely Demoeratic and greatly under the control of pro- 
slave ry influence, many of the friends of freedom here fear 
for tie result. Slavery thus planted here could barely be 
eradicated but by admission under our present constitution 
at the ensuing session of Congress. There are, perhaps, 
come objectionable features in our constitution, but the 
fact that it forever excludes slavery from our fair heritage 
is, in my humble opinion, sufficient to recommend itto the 
eypport ofall good Republicans ; and the citizens of this Ter- 
nuory, except the pro-slavery aristocracy, are well pleased 
with it; and I assure you that you can do nothing in Con- 
gress which will more displease the slaveocracy here than 
to urge the admission of Oregon under her constitution now 
pefore Congress. 

I therefore venture to hope that you will not only give 
our constitution your hearty support, but that you will lay 
the matter before the friends of human rights in Congress, 
and urge the necessity of our immediate admission into the 
Union. Our enemies are active and vigilant; let us be dil- 
vent, LOO. 

? Your most obedient servant, 
OWEN WADE. 


Thus it appears that at least one man who pro- 
fesses to be a Republican, and who certainly 
bears a very good Republican name, gives it as 
his opinion that you could do no greater disfavor 
tothe Democratic party in Oregon, than by urg- 


ing and voting for the admission of Oregon under | 


this constitution, and that her admission will 
subserve the cause of freedom in that Territory. 
] will not undertake to decid® among those who 
disagree upon this subject. 

I leave that matter to pay my attention further 
to the remarks of my colleague, [Mr. Hucues.] 
He said: 


“We have now arrived at a point where the Republican 
party of this House oppose the admission of a free State 
into this Union, beeause its constitution does not make the 
negro the equal of the native-born white man, and the 
foreign-born white man the inferior of the negro. These 
hypocritical professors of ‘ popular sovereignty’.who de- 
nounce the Dred Scott decision, and deny that the Consti- 
tution of the United States carries African slavery into the 
Territories, would refuse to a sovereign State the power to 
exclude free negroes, and maintain that the Constitution 
carries * negro equality’ everywhere—not alone into Ter- 
ritories, but into States also. 

‘Let them stand by thisissue. Let them put themselyes 
upon the record. Let them vote against Orégon. When 
they stand unmasked before the world—in every American 
sense hostis humani generis—one look upon their ynvailed 
faces will be enough for their constituents. 

‘Go, then, freedom-shrieker! Vote against Oregon. But 
remember, you vote against the compact of the ordinance 
of 1787, expressly extended to that Territory by act of Con- 
gress. You vote against ‘ popular sovereignty,’ and deny 
to the people of Oregon the right to ‘ regulate their domes- 
tic institutions in their own way.’ You vote for negro 
equality, and plant yourself in opposition to the Constitu- 
tion of your country, which you have sworn to support. 
You vote to deny to the white foreigner that which your 
enlarged philanthrophy claims for the negro who happens 


to be born in the United States. You vote to keep a free 


State out of this Union—a State which comes on our own 
invitation, and comes in the most orderly, regular, and ap- 
propriate way. There are some of you that will not dothis 
thing, and some that dare mot. Upon those who do, I in- 
voke the condemnation of an intelligent and patriotic 
peopie.”? 


I read this extract of my colleague’s speech 
more particularly to call attention to the conclud- 


ing remark, that there are some who will not | 
vote’ against the admission of Oregon because | 
they dare not. It leaves it entirely questionable | 
as to whqm the gentleman meant; but I wish to | 

I have made up my mind to vote for her | 


say that 
admission because I believe it is the bést thin 
which can be done under the circumstances. 
have not labored for the last fifteen years of my 
majority, in a hopeless minority, without know- 
ing what it is to labor when I had no political 
aspirations to gratify; and I shall not be deterred 
from any responsibility by the threat of any one 
that I may possibly find myself again with the 
minority. The venerable gentleman from Ohio 
Pe Gippines] knows, that so long ago as when 
gave my first vote for a member of this House, 
and gave that vote for him, and when it was 
comparatively unpopular to be called an anti- 
slavery man, my sentiments were never con- 


cealed} and, sir, as to the inherent right or wrong | 


of these questions, I have not changed my opin- 
ions from that day to this. 

It is true there are objectionable features in this 
Constitution. 1 do not believe that men any- 
where ought to have a right to vote for members 


| 


| 


| 











| far as the citizens of Massachusetts are concerned, 


| concerned, when they shall attempt in Oregon to 
|| assert that they are citizens of those States, and 


iey emigrated; yet || wrongs, the common measure of justice. 
I would not vote against a constitution upon that || Thus, sir, it will be seen that we have, at last, 
ground, because it is the right of every State to || a definition of the negro equality of which we 
say who shall be her citizens, and who shall have || have heard so much in the canvass just closed, 
the right to vote. As was well said by a gentle- | The Republican party does not anywhere con- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Ciarx,] this morning, || tend that negroes should have the right of suf- 
it is a power lodged in the State itself by the || frage. They do not insist that negroes should be 
Constitution; for when it says that members of | ear equals in asgociation. They merely ask, asa 
the House of Representatives shall be elected by | matter of sheer justice, that their humanity shall 
the people of a State, it expressly confers upon } be recognized—that they shall have the right te go 
ee State the power to decide who shall vote for || into the courts — nerve 7 wrongs. Those 
epresentatives. | of us who are in favor of that are, it see in 
Phere are other objectionable features. The || favor of negro equality; and those saa porous it 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] } are the pure Democracy. I accept the issue; and, 
B Comstana,| spoke In truthfal terme of thoes || callangees Lbs tfligg bs toege Beet ex teat ees 
provisions of the constitution by which negroes || tign, even in Indiana. I do not believe that party 
eras : 8 Re party, 
are shut out of courts of justice. I indorse the || lines have blotted out the humanities of the white 
whey their peatmoenin Span that subject, and || oo Gentlemen must oe that sere oe re 
sa o not see how the framers of that con- || difference between conceding equ olitical an 
atitttion could embody more cruelty in so many || social rights to the een eek a oa to him 
words. ButI donot arrive at the sameconclusion || the common rights of humanity. There is nota 
that they do; for the very effect of that provision || slave State in the whole Union that has gone so 
will be to shut out negroes from that State; and || far as Oregon. There is not a slave State in 
then, so far as residents are concerned, it will || which a free negro cannot go into court.and sue 
have no subjects upon which to operate. And for | for redress of his grievances. Yet will it be said 
the very reason stated by one of those gentlemen, |, that those who come here from those States and 
[ believe that. provision, so far as it is designed || vote with my colleague are in favor of negro 
to operate upon the citizens of another State,isa || equality? If it is an argument good against us, 
nullity. It has no effect whatever, nor can any |; it is good against every one of them, 
vote of ours give it vitality, because itis aclear || [have stated that did not rise to make a speech, 
violation of the letter and spirit of the Federal |, I simply repeat now what I said at the commences 
Constitution. Therefore I do not see in this pro- || ment of my remarks, that I vote for the admig- 
vision any Re aie objecting to the oo sion of Onepe - pple of proxisione in | con- 
sion of Oregon. now it has been said that | stitution which I most heartily condemn, J vote 
when it was attempted to assert the right of Mas- | for it because I believe it is the best constitution 
sachusetts in that respect in South Carolina, the || that we can now get. I prefer that she should 








|| attempt failed; but will the gentleman claim that || be admitted under it, rather than that she should 


it failed because of the law? Or wasitnotrather | 
because the law was violated? And I will not 
presume that the law will be violated again. So 


longer remain under the corrupting influence of 
this rotten Administration. So long as she re- 
mains subject to that influence, I shall expect 
nothing better in her organic law. Once emanci- 
pated from it, I shall hope to see her in due time 
as just as she is free. 

r. BINGHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. BONHAM. With the gentleman’s con~ 
sent, I will give notice that I will moye the fol- 
lowing amendment, at the proper time: ; 

Add at the end of the bill: 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That this act shal] not 
take effect until, by a census duly and le taken under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interor, and to be taken 


ries Eres necioee trove posing into Cat State; at the earliest practicable period, it shall be aseertained that 
the population included and residing within the limits of 


ut it was adopted against my vote. 
the proposed State of Oregon, equals or exceeds gon rauio 
ouse of 


or so far as the citizens of any other State are 


claim their rights as such, there can never be a | 
decision against them, unless that decision is in 
violation of the constitution. Were it left for me 
to decide whether that provision should remain 
there, I would exclude it. We have a provision 
in the constitution of the State of Indiana which 








But, Mr. Speaker, we are charged that, be- : XCe 
cause we oppose this provision, we are in favor of representation Foymeee for a ae “ ass 
of negro equality. It may be for Buncombe that || Representauves of the Congres of te Dnluhd Sites: aod 
this charge is made; and I would not notice it if |) ing or exceeding the ratio of representation tequireil for,a 
it did not seem to me that there was a little Bun- || member of the House of Representatives. of the C 


combe in it. Why, sir, aS has been well said by | of the United States, the President of the United Srat 80 
|| the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Crarx B. || 


soon as this fact is daly made known to him, shall announce 
| the same by proclamation, and thereafter, and without any 
| further proceedings on the part of Cor this act, and 
| every part thereof, shall take effect, and the omer of 
| the State of Oregon into the Union, on an equal footing 
with the original States in all respects whatever, shall be 
absolute and complete. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am con- 
strained to oppose this bill for the admission of 
Oregon asa State, with the constitution presented 
by the people of that Territory. I would refer 
the question back to wnat peep e, as proposed by 
have the right of suffrage there? When have || the amendment of which I have given notice, and 
they made an issue on the other proposition, that |! allow them without delay to frame a constitution 
they should be allowed to settle thets as citizens? | in conformity with the Constitution of the United 
What do we say? Wesimply ask—even if it is 1 States. be ° ; 
true that they are degraded, that they are in- | My opposition to this bill cannot be attriyuted 
ferior—that they shall have the right to go into || to any mere sectional prejudice. The geograph- 
the courts of justice for a redress of their wrongs | ical locality of Oregon excludes any such conclu- 
and the protection of their rights. | sion as to myself. _ Oregon belongs to the North- 

We demand that, not in the name of negro | wegt—that portion of the eountry from which I 
equality, but merely as an act of humanity, and |, come, and which I have the honor, in part, to 
in pity for their condition. It was asked whether || represent on this floor. Nor can gentlemen at- 
we would be in favor, in the northern States, of | tribute my hostility to this bill to the considera- 
receiving the negro emigration from the South? I |, tion that Oregon has not population equal to that 
would that there was not a negro upon this whole || required by law for a Representative in Congress. 
continent; and that they are here has been a mon- | This constitution was adopted by the geople of 
strous wrong, from the first to the last. While | Oregon on the 9th day of November, 1 57. She 
I would not encourage their emigration to my own || had not then, in my judgment, over fifty thou- 
State, I say, with the gentlemah from Pennsyl- | sand of representative y {hea even the Dele- 


Cocurane,] | did not dream that there was any 
such thing involved as negro equality. I thought 
that it was a question of humanity, and nothing 
else. I thank my colleague for his definition of 
what before was a vague phrase. We know, 
now, what negro equality means. We will here- 
after know what it means, when the epithet is || 
hurled in our teeth by the other side. When}, 
have the Republicansasked that, on the admission || 
of Oregqn, it should be conceded that negroes 


vania, [Mr. Grow,] I will never vote to exclude | gate from that Territory [Mr. Laws] has not ven- 
them anywhere. It is wrong in principle. Itis || tured to say that she had then the representative 
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number. But, sir, although Oregon had not then, 
and has not now, the representative ratio—cer- | 
tainly no more population than Kansas—I would 
not exclude her on that account. 


mous provision of the conference act, to insist 
that those of us on this side shal! not only recog- 
nize the right in Oregon tocome in with her present 
population, but shall grant their petition for ad- 


mission even though it asks a departure from, || pugnant to the Constitution of the 


THE CO 


cece —————————————— SSE 
|| Suppose the proposed constitution organized 


an absolute despotism; would gentlemen say that 


_ they had no alternative left them but to register 
| their votes for it, and thereby give force and ef- 
It does not become gentlemen who have sus- | fect to it, because it was the will of the people in || 
eer the right of petition in Kansas by the in- | that distant Territory, and republican in form? | 
a P | The people of the Territory of Oregon have the 
| sole right to frame a State constitution for them- 
_ selves, but they 


must so exercise that right as 
not to embody tn their constitution provisions re- 
nited States, 


and an infraction of, the Constitution of the United | violative of the rights of, citizens of the United 


States. There never was any enabling act passed, | States. 
authorizing the people of Oregon to frame this | 


constitution. In my 
frame a constitution and memorialize Congress 
for admission under it. Their right so to petition | 
Congress is inherent, and guarantied by the Con- 
stitution. But I ask why this right should be re- 
oe im Oregon and forbidden in Kansas? Gen- 
tlemen have no right thus to discriminate; and if 
they do, they cannot claim that they are the ex- 
elusive friends of free States, and of their ad- 
mission into the Union. They may prate that 
to marines, not to old sailors. The Constitu- 
tion declares that each State shall have at least | 
one Representative in Congress, irrespective of | 
population. Hence I conclude that the want of 
ninety-three thousand four hundred and twenty 
of population in Oregon ought not to exclude her. 
ir, the reasons which constrain me to oppose 
the admission of Oregon, apply irrespective of 


latitude or of any prevailing political sentiment | 


among the people of the proposed State. In my 


judgment, sir, no Representative should inquire, + 


upon a question of the admission of a new State, 
whether its locality be in the North or South, the 
East or West of the Republic; whether its people 
range themselves politically as Democrats or Re- 
publicans. I protest that no such considerations 


In my judgment, sir, this constitution, 
framed by the people of Oregon, is repugnant to 


jadgment, no enabling act || the Federal Constitution, and violative of the 
was needful to authorize the people of Oregon to || rights of citizens of the United States. 


I know, 
sir, that some gentlemen have a short and easy 


method of disposing of such objections as these, | 
| by assuming that the people of the State, after 


admission, may, by changing their constitution, 
insert therein every objectionable feature which, 
before admission, they were constrained to omit 
in order to secure the favorable action of Con- 
gress. If this assumption implies that new States 
have the right so to do, to the infringement of 
the Constitution of the United States, and of the 
rights of the citizens thereof, I deny the assump- 
tion. If the assumption only means that they 


might arrogate to themselves and exercise powers | 
which they do not possess, to the prejudice and | 


injury of themselves, and in contravention of the 


_ Federal Constitution and of the rights of citizens | 


of the other States of the Union, it only tends to 
prove, if anything, too much, to wit: that new 
States ought not to be admitted. 
ing, to my mind, proves nothing; or, if anything, 


| that we should consent toa violation of the Con- 


stitution of our country, and of the rights of the 
people, and the rights of the States, because the 
same wrong might be done by others. 

This assumption, sir, implies, that by the very 


do now, nor have atany time, influenced my mind | act of admission, under whatever form of consti- 


upon this question, 


look upon the erection of | 
new States and their admission into the Unionas | 


tution, you arm the new State with the sole power 
over persons and property within its territorial 


an object of patriotic desire. No man does or | limits; and, therefore, however oppressive or un- 


_ can sympathize more warmly than myself with 


just its legislation may be, however odious or 


the pioneers of American civilization—the found- || unconstitutional, it is without remedy, and is re- 


ers of new States, who extend the limits of the | sultant from our action here. 


This assumption 


Republic; who carry the arts of civilization into || supposes that the States are not limited by the 


the wilderness and make glad its solitary places | 
with the homes of freemen; who make your hith- | 


erto wild and uncultivated lands to yield their an- 


nual increase, and your hitherto solitary rivers to | 


bear the products of a thrifty industry or contrib- 


wealth; whose rugged, busy hands energized by 
the creative power of genius, uneover the im- 
mense mineral deposits of the great West, sub- | 
ject them to the tried processes of science, and | 
mold them amid the darkness which broods over 


the blast of the furnace and the rolling of the | 


wheel, into forms of strength and use and beauty. 
Such men, sir, are entitled to our consideration, 
and no maa will more cheerfully or cordially than 
myself, favor any legitimate or just legislation for | 
their benefit. 


But, however much I desire the admission of | 


the new State of Oregon, I cannot consent to sanc- 
tion the constitution now before us, by giving my 
vote for this bill I know, sir, there are those, 


man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Tuayver,] who 
hold that we do not sanction this constitution 
by voting for the bill admitting Oregon into the 
Union. he gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. 
Tarver] said, that when he took his official oath 
to support the Constitution of the United States, 
he did not 
violate it. I tell that gentleman, and all who agree 

with him, that every officer, Federal and State, 

whether legislative, executive, or judicial, who | 
has taken that official bath which we have all | 
taken, to supp6rt the Constitution of the United | 
States, are bound in conscience and in law by that 
oath neither to violate that Constitution themselves | 
nor to permit others to violate it by their act and | 
with their consent. What we do by anotherwe 
do ourselves. The fact, sir, cannot 
that, by passing this bill, we sanction the Oregon | 


| result. 


ear that other people should not | 








| 


; e illustrated in this House since I have had the 
ainsayed || 


Constitution of the United States, in respect of | 


the personal or political rights of citizens of the 
United States. I cannot agree to that; it is a 
marked advance even upon the squatter soVer- 


‘ | : | eignty of the Kansas-Nebraska act, which, in ex- 
ute their motive power to the production of new | 


procs terms, limits the sovereignty of the people 
y the expressive and significant words, that the 
domestic institutions, which they are declared 
** perfectly free’ to form, must be “ subject to the 
Constitution of the United States.’’? This assump- 
tion ignores these words of limitation upon State 
sovereignty, set forth in the Constitution of the 
United States, to wit: ** this Constitution, and the 
laws and treaties, made in pursuance thereof, shal] 


| be the supreme law of the land, the constitution 


and laws of any State to the contrary notwith- 
standing.’’ 

I cannot give this Oregon constitution the force 
and effect of law upon the assumption that, to re- 
2 the people first to make it conformable to 


| the Constitution of my country and natural jus- 
and amongst them, I regret to say, the gentle- || 


tice, is a mere abstraction; that after admission 
upon a just constitution, they may of rightchange 


| it to an unjust.one, and by our act be armed with 


the power to do so; and that, too, without rem- 
edy. No man has any right to assume any such 
What, sir, is a State, formed under tl:e 
Constitution of the United States, but a collec- 
tion of citizens, each of whom is bound by the 


_ restrictions of the Federal Constitution, and so 
continue to be collectively after their State or- 


anizations, as they were individually before ? 
his is an old idea. It was entertained by the 
fathers of the Republic, and by them incorpo- 
rated in their early legislation for the government 
of the Territories and the organization and ad- 
mission of new States. I have seen this princi- 


onor of a place on this floor. 
By the constitution of Illinois, all votes cast for 


constutuuon, and make it the fundamental law of | two of her Representatives, elected to the Thirty- 
that Territory. It is equally clear that, by our | Fourth Congress, were declared void by reason of 
rejection of this bill, that instrument called the || disabilities imposed upon them by the amended 


constitution of Oregon will have no more effect | 


than the paper on which it is printed. 


constitution of that State. On this ground their 


|| seats were contested by gentlemen who received 
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all the legal votes cast, if the hae restric. 
tions of the State constitution of Illinois we 

be allowed to control the rights of the peo a. > 
der the Federal Constitution. This Roun a 
regarded the State restrictions, because it cont e 
vened the rights of the people under the Feder] 
Constitution, and decided that votes for Re 7" 
sentatives in Congress, given for persons cin, 
the qualifications a by the Federal Co s 
stitution, were valid, the State constitution to the 
contrary notwithstanding. The conclusion tha, 
any State constitution, or State law, which con. 
flicts with the Constitution of the United States 

and impairs any right, political or personal, guar. 
antied thereby, is nall and void, logically resy\ts 
from that provision which declares the Constity. 
tion of the United States, and the laws and treaties 
made in pursuance thereof, to be the supreme law 
of the land. To the right understanding of the 
limitations of the Constitutionof the United States 
upon the several States, it ought not to be over. 
ldoked that, whenever the Constitution guaranties 
to its citizens a right, either natural or conven. 
tional, such guarantee is in itselfa limitation upon 
the States; whenever the Constitution confers a 
general power to legislate or make treaties, the lim. 
itation arises only upon the rightful exercise of the 
power. In the one case it is the Constitution, in 
the other it is the statute or treaty, that is the sy- 
preme law. 

The Oregon constitution, in its first section, 
second article, violatesa law of the United States; 
unless, indeed, your proposed act of admission, 
being inconsistent with a preéxisting law of the 
United States, be a fepeal of that law. I shall not 
consider the question of the repeal of the nat- 
uralization lawsat this time. I take it for granted 
that gentlemen who insist on the passage of this 
bill, and the establishment thereby of this Oregon 
constitution as the fundamental law of that Ter- 
mores do not advocate a repeal of the naturaliza- 
tion laws of the United States. The second sec- 
tion of the second article of the Oregon constitu- 
tion contains these words: 


**Tn all elections not otherwise provided for in this consti- 
tution,”’ = : id * every while male of for- 


| eign birth, of the age of twenty-one years and upwards, who 


shall have resided in the United States one year, and shall 


|| have resided in this State during the six months immedi- 


ately preceding such election, and shall have declared his 
intention to become a citizen of the United States one year 
preceding stich election,” - = - 7 
be entitled to vote at all elections authorized by law.” 


Now, sir, this is simply a provision that aliens, 
upon one year’s residence, after a mere declara- 
tion of intention to become a citizen of the United 
States, may vote at all general ele¢tions, for all 
Federal and State officers ; that aliens, by reason 
of one year’s residence after a declaration of in- 
tention, may elect your Representatives in Con- 
gress and select the State Legislature to choose 
your United States Senators, and elect presiden- 
tial electors for the purpose of choosing a Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States. I 
do not hesitate to say that this presents the ques- 
tion, whether a State may Dannie the sovereignty 
of the ballot, which is the ultimate sovereignty 
of the country, to aliens, on one year’s residence, 
and a mere declaration of intention to become cit- 
izens of the United States when it suits them, and 
not before. If there were no other objection to 
this constitution, I might surrender my individual 

judgment to the bad precedents in the cases of 
the admission of Michigan, Wisconsin, and, more 
recently, of Minnesota. I think such concessions 
to new States most pernicious in policy and of 
doubtful constitutionality. 

By declaring his intention to become a citizen 
of the United States, an alien does not renounce 
his allegiance to the Government of his native 
country, nor does he acknowledge any allegiance 
to ours. He only gives notice that he may do so 
at his pleasure. He may never carry out his in- 
tention, and there is no law to compel him. When 
the Oregon enabling act passed this House, in the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress, it was so amended, by 
an overwhelming vote of the House, as to limit 
the elective franchise in the election of delegates 
to frame a constitution for Oregon, and in the 
ratification thereof, to citizens of the United States. 
That act never passed the Senate. But a like 
amendment to the Minnesota enabling. act was, 
in the Senate, voted for by every Senator present 
at the time, except one. The Constitution of the 
United States, in its first article, provides that 
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he Representatives in Congress ‘* shall be chosen 
by the people of the several States;’’ and that the 
sectors Shall have the qualifications requisite 
:,- electors of the most numerous branch of the 
siate Legislatures of the several States. The 
ple here referred to are the same community, 
or body-politic, called, in the preamble of the 
federal Constitution, ‘the people of the United 
grates.” They are the citizens of the United States, 
end no other people whatever. It has always 
seen well understood amongst jurists in this coun- 
wy, that the citizens of each State constitute the 





| 


| 


ody-politic of each community, called the people | 
fthe State;.and that the citizens of each State | 
» the Union are ipso facto citizens of the United | 


States. (Story on the Constitution, vol. 3, p. 565.) 
Who are citizens of the United States? 


Sir, | 


they are those, and those only, who owe alle- | 


ance to the Government of the United States; 
not the base allegiance imposed upon the Saxon 
by the Conqueror, which required him to medi- 
tate in solitude and darkness at the sound of the 
curfew; but the allegiance which requires the cit- 
izen not only to obey, but to supportand defend, 
if need be with his life, the Constitution of -his 
country. All free persons born and domiciled 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, are 


citizens of the United States from birth; all aliens | 
become citizens of the United States only by act | 


of naturalization, under the laws of the United 
States. What I have said on this question of 
United States citizenship, and the words * the 
people,’’as used in the Constitution of the United 
States, is sustained by jurists and the decisions 
of the courts, Federal and State. 

Rawle writes as follows: 

“ The citizens of each State constituted the citizens of 


the United States when the Constitution was adopted. The | 
rightS which appertain to them as citizens of those respect- | 


ive Commonwealths accompanied them in the formation 
of the great compound Commonwealth which ensued. 
They became citizens of the latter, without ceasing to be 
citizens of the former; and he who was subsequently born 
a citizen of a State, became, at the moment of his birth, a 
citizen of the United States.’’—Rawle on the Constitution, 
page 86. 


Chancellor Kent says: 


“If a slave, born in the United States, be manumitted, 
or otherwise lawfully discharged from bondage, or if a black 
man be born within the United States, and born free, he be- 


comes thenceforward a citizen.”»—2 Kent’s Com., 4th ed., | 


page 257—Note. 


For the benefit of the other side of the House, 
who profess a more than Eastern devotion to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and its de- 
cision in the Dred Scott case, I quote from the 


opinion of the Chief Justice in that case the fol- | 


lowing: 

‘* The words § people of the United States,’ and ‘ citizens,’ 
are synonymous terms, and mean the same thing. They 
both describe the political body who, according to our re- 
publican institutions, form the sovereignty, and who hold 
te power and conduct the Government through their rep- 
resentatives.”’-—19 Howard, S. C. R., page 404. 


| undertake to say that the terms * people of 
the United States,’’ and ‘* people of the several 


States,’’as used in the Constitution of the United | 


States, have invariably received this judicial con- 
struction in-all our courts, State and national; and 
on this point [ challenge contradiction. 
In the same case, the same Court says further: 
*Itis true, every person, and every class and description 


of persons, who were, at the time of the adoption of the | 


Constitution, recognized as citizens in the several States, 


became also citizens of this new political body; but none | 


other; it was formed by thei, and for them and their pos- 
terity; but for no one else. And the personal rights and 
privileges guarantied to citizens of this new sovereignty, 
were intended to embrace those only who were then mem- 
bers of the several State communities, or who should after- 
wards, by birthright, or otherwise, become membersaccord- 
ing to the provisiens of the Constitution, and the principles 
on which it was founded. 
were, at that time, members of distinct and separate politi- 
ical communities into one political family, whose power, 
for certain specified purposes, was to extend over the whole 
territory of the United States. And it gave to each citizen, 
rights and pfivileges outside ef his State which he did not 


It was the union of those who | 


before possess, and placed him in every other State upon a | 
perfect équality with its own citizens, as to rights of person | 


and rights of property—it made him a citizen of the United 
States. 

The importance that attaches to this question 
of who are citizens of the United States may be 
inferred from the fact that the fathers of the Re- 


publie provided that death should be the punish- | 


ment for that crime, which only citizens can com- 
mit, 


ao of treason is the only statute of the 
Jnited States on that subject, and is as follows: 


“ That if any person er persons, owing allegiance to the 


The first section of the crimes act for the | 
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United States of America, shall levy war against them, or |! 


shall adhere to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort 
within the United States or elsewhere, and shall be thereof 
convicted,” ° . . ° * such person or per- 
sons shall be adjudged guilty of treason against the United 
> and shall suffer death.”-—1 United States Laws, page 


The Congress of the United States should not | 


consent that the sovereignty of the ballot, which 
is the sovereignty of America, should be trans- 
ferred by its act to those who may use it to aid 
treason, and who may themselves levy war upon 
us, and give aid and comfort to the enemy with- 
out any legal responsibility for their acts. 

Who would admit the adhering subjects of the 
perjured House of Hapsburg to the use of a part 
of the sovereignty of our country in aid of cheie 
infamous master? 

If I am right in this, sir, then I submit that the 
elective franchise for the election of Federal offi- 
cers, either directly or indirectly, should be con- 
fined to, and exercised exclusively by, citizens of 
the United States resident within the several 


| States. That the several States have, by the terms 


of the Federal Constitution, the exclusive power 
to regulate and control the exercise of the elective 
franchise in all general elections, Federal and 


State, is conceded; but I do deny that any State | 


can rightfully, under the Federal Constitution, 
transfer this great political privilege, in whole or 
in part, from the citizens of the United States, 
native and naturalized, toaliens, who owe no alle- 
giance to our Constitution, who are not obliged 


| to bear arms in defense of our country, and who 
| cannot be held to answer for treason if they give 


aid and comfort to the public enemy, or if they 
themselves levy war against us. If the States 


may transfer this right in part to aliens, they | 


may give it exclusively to aliensé What is the 
elective franchise, which you propose to give to 
aliens? It is the sovereignty of America, secured 
by the Constitution to the people, the citizens of 


‘the United States ‘resident within the several 


States, and by the exercise of which, directly or 
indirectly, the people appoint persons of their 
choice to fill the legislative, judicial, and execu- 
tive departments of their own Government; make, 
interpret, and enforce their own treaties and laws, 
and do all other acts which a free and independ- 
ent people may, of right, do. 


Between myself and gentlemen there is a per- | 


fect agreement in this, that the several States may 
determine who, amongst the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States resident within their respective limits, 






who should exercise the elective franchise in the 
general elections, either State or national. 

That such is the true intent and meaning of the 
Constitution, may well be inferred from the ex- 
press provisions of the fourth and fifth sections 
of the first article of the Constitution; the first of 
which is, that the ** times, places, and manner of 
holding elections for Senators and Repregeata- 
tives, shall be prescribed in each State by the Le- 
gislature thereof; but the Congress may, at any 
time, by law, make or alter such regulations, ex- 
cept as to the places of choosing Senators;’’ and 
the latter of which provides, that * each House 
{of Congress] shall be judge of the elections, re- 
turns, and qualifications of its own members.”’ 
Here is a power expressly given to Congress to 
prescribe, by law, the manner, as well as the times 
choosing Representatives and Senators. This 
power was manifestly conferred, as was also the 
power in each House to judge of the elections of 
its members, to enable the people of the United 
States, as one body politic, to maintain their na- 
tional Government under the peaceful operation 
of law, against any and every attempt on the part 
of any of the States or the Legislatures thereof, to 
interrupt or overthrow it; and above all, I main- 
tain that these powers were conferred for the 
especial protection of the political rights of the 
citizens of the United States. How strongly 
they proclaim the fact—one people, one Consti- 
tution, and one country! 

Sir, what are the distinctive political rights of 
citizens of the United States? The great right to 
choose (under the Jaws of the States) severally,as 
I remarked before, either directly by ballot orindi- 
rectly through their duly-constituted agents, all 
the officers of the Federal Government, legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial, and through these 
to make all constitutional laws for their own gov- 
ernment, and to interpret and enforce them; the 


right, also, to hold and exercise, upon election 


' who owe allegiance tot 


may exercise the elective franchise; they may pre- | 


scribe the age of majority requisite to the @xercise 
of this right; the term of residence within the 


| State; whether citizens, male or female, shall vote; 
| whether a tax or property qualification shall be 


required; but I deny that any State may rightfully 
transfer this political right from the citizen to the 
alien, and it may be, to the open and avowed 
enemy of the country and the Constitution! Of 
the several States composing the Union, there are 
but four which, by their constitutions, confer the 
elective francise upon aliens. These are all mod- 
ern innovations; they are Michigan, Wisconsin, 
Indiana, (by her amended constitution, ) and Min- 
nesota. This last State not only makes aliens 


| electors, but also declares them eligible to the 


State Legislature. The words used in some in- 
stances in the,constitutions of some of the ori- 


ginal States, and of the first of the new States, | 


such as ** freemen’? and ‘inhabitants,’’ have 


| generally, if not always, been construed to mean 


and intend citizens. 
The Constitution very clearly imports that 
only persons born here or naturalized by law are 


| citizens of the United States; for, in prescribing 


| the qualifications of Senators and Representatives 


in Congress, the Constitution employs the term 
‘* citizens of the United States,’’ and in.prescrib- 
ing the qualifications of President of the United 
States, it employs the terms, ‘* natural-born citi- 
zen, or a citizen of the United States at the time 
of the adoption of this Constitution.’’ These pro- 
visions, together with the express power con- 
ferred upon Congress to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of naturalization, are only intelligible upon 
the hypothesis that citizens of the United States 
are the free inhabitants, born and domiciled within 
the United States, or naturalized under the laws 
thereof, and that these alone are citizens, and 
when resident within the several States, constitute 
the body-politic, the people of the several States, 


thereto, the several offices of honor, of power, and 
of trust, under the Constitution and Government 
of the United States. It is worthy of remark that 
every political right guarantied by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States is limited by the words 
people or citizen, or by an official oath, to those 
hs Constitution. The right 
to exercise the office of a Representative or Sen- 
ator in Congress is a political right, and, by the 
terms of the Constitutiog, its exercise is limited 
to citizens of the United States, being inhabitants 
of the States in which, not by which, they are 
chosen. The reservation of political powers is a 
reservation to the States or the people—both of 
which terms import citizens of the United States— 
and limit the exercise of all reserved powers to 
the citizens of the United States, acting as such 
through their national or State organizations. 
And in further illustration of my position I in- 
vite attention to the significant fact that natural 
or inherent rights, which belong to all men irre- 
spective of all conventional regulations, are b 
this constitution guarantied by the broad an 
comprehensive word “ person,”’ as contradistin- 
guished from the limited term citizen—as in the 
fifth article of amendments, guarding those sacred 
rights which are as universal and indestructible 
as the human race, that ** no person shall be de- 
prived of life, liberty, or property but by due pro- 
cess of law, nor shall private property be taken 
without just compensation.’”’? And this guaran- 


tee applies to all citizens within the United States.: 


That these wise and beneficent guarantees of po- 
litical rights to the citizens of the United States, 
as snch, and of natural rights to all persons, 
whether citizens or strangers, may not be in- 
fringed, it is further in this national Constitution 
provided: 

“That this Constitution and the laws of the United States 
which'shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land, and 
the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything 
in the Constitution or laws of any State to the contrary 
notwithstanding.’’—,4rticle six of Amendments. 


There, sir, is the limitation upon State sover- 


_eignty—simple, clear, and strong. No State ma 


|| rightfully, by constitution or statute law, impair 


‘any of these guarantied rights, either political or 


natural. They may not rightfully or lawfully 
declare that the strong citizens may deprive the 
weak citizens of their rights, natural or political; 
and if the State should do so by enacting statutes 
to that effect, there stands the limitation of the 
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Constitution of the United States, sanctioned by | This guaranty of the Constitution of the Uni- 
the strong averment assented to and ratified by | ted States is senseless and a mockery, if it does 
ali the people and all the States—this Constitu- not limit State sovereignty and restrain each and 
tion shall be the supreme law; and the judges in 
every State shall be bound thereby. Every State courts of justice against citizens of the United 
in this Union, either by the express words of | States. Lest it may be 
their respective constitutions, or by construction, | stated the odious provisions of this Oregon con- 
restrict the right ofelective franchise tothose who | stitution, I read the entire provisions of this sec- 





ewe allegiance to the Government and Constitu- 
tion of She United States, except the States of 
Michigan, Indiana, Wisconsin, and Minnesota. 
If resistance to the admission of pew States, on 


clared to be ‘‘a part of this constitution:”” 


**Sec. 4. No free negro or mulatto, not residite in this 
| State at the time of the adoption of this constitution, shall 


tion of the schedule, and which is expressly de- | . 
|| ner A tone ac tna with privat 
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every State from closing its territory and its || tion of Oregon, unless, indeed 
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be deprived of his liberty or property 
judgment of his peers or the law of the 
sacred provision is also violated b 


but by the 
land. "This 
y this constity. 
| | » gentlemen gay a 
| negro or mulatto is no man, but only a brute 





said that I have over- | That article further declares: 


* Porthe just preservation of rights 
| derstood and deciared, that no law o 


and property, itis un. 
' or have force in the said Territory, 


ught ever to be. mad 

: e 
that shall, in any man. 
€ contracts or engage. 


| ments, bone fide and without fraud previously formed» 


} 
; 


|| This will be the very effect of your retroactive 


the ground that their constitutions confer this || ever come, roside or be, within this State, or hold any real | legislation, which gives force to this constitution 


great political right of the citizen upon aliens, | “S'@'e, or make any contract, or maintain any suit therein ; || 


; " he 
and the Legisiative Assembly shall provide by penal laws |, schedule, that it shall take effect from its es 
for the removal by public officers of all such free negroes | = 


is not allowable, and will not be heard here, | 
shail then appeal to that public opinion which, | and mulattoes, and for their effectual exclusion from the 
t I ’ ; 
after ail, is the strongest defender of the Consti- State, and for the punishment of persons who shall bring 
: . ° them into the State, or employ or harbor them therein.”’— 
tution againat such NDOURUON, and of the rights Oregon Constitution, Mis. Doc., No. 38, page 20. 
of the people against such infringement: 


I have but a word more on the point that the The constitution of Oregon, which contains this 


States may not transfer the great right of Ameri- | infamous atrocity, was adopted on the 9th of No- | 


can sovereignty from the citizens of the United |) vember, 1857; and we, by approving it, and giving 
States, resident therein, to aliens, nor make aliens | to it the force of law, as we shall do if we pass 
citizens of the United States. Let the self-con- || this bill, declare that our legislation for this horrid 
stituted champions of State rights, who clamor | Oppression shall not only operate upon these pro- 
for the right of the States to make the alien a | scribed eight hundred thousand freemen, citizens 
citizen’ of the United States by investing bim | of the United States, from and after this day, but, 
with the highest privilege of a citizen, remember | by relation to the time of the adoption of this in- 


of Oregon; which declares, in section three of t 


| tion, and that no negro or mulatto not residino 
there at the time of its adoption, (9th November 
| 1857,) ‘* shall ever hold any real estate, make any 
contract, or maintain any suit therein,” Con- 
tracts, therefore, made by such persons, since 9t) 
November, 1857, are to be held null and yoiq 
_and real estate, by them acquired, confiscated. ’ 
| Sir, if the persons thus excluded from the right 
| to maintain any suitin the courts of Oregon were 
not citizens of the United States; if they were not 
' natives born of free parents within the limits of 
the Republic, I should oppose this bill; because 
I say that a State which, in its fundamental law, 


that Jefferson, the great apostle of State rights, || Strument, shall operate from the 9th of November, | denies to ay puspem, OF toa large class of per- 


signed the act of 1502, which still stands in full | 1857. Since that day, doubtless, some of this ex- 
force on your statute book, and contains these | cluded class have entered that Territory; and, i 
words: they have, you declare by passing this bill that 

“ Any alien, being a free white person, may be admitted | ‘heir entrance of that Territory, after that day, 
to become a citizen of the United States or any of them,on | Was a crime; ‘ that they shall not reside, or be,”’ 
the following conditions, and not otherwise.” / within that State; that they shall hold no real es- 

After these words follow the provisions for nat- | tate there, although acquired before you passed 
uralization. Any alien shall become a citizen of || this bill, or gave effect to that act of exclusion; that 
any State of the Union only as preseribed by this |, they shall makgno contract; that they shall main- 
law! For State-rights men to talk about the right || tain no suit, either for the enforcement of a right 
of any of the States to confer the right of citizen- |, or the redress of a wrong; that they shall be ex- 


| 


1] 


ship on aliens, in violation of this Jeffersonian || pelled and ‘* effectually excluded”’ by penal enact- | 


statute is enough to make the very ashes of that | ments; and that whoever harbors them within 
apostle of the rights of the States move in his | that State, whoever shelters them in sickness or 
coffin ! distress, in hunger or in cold, shall be guilty of 

But, sir, there is a still more objectionable fea- || @ crime before the law, and punished as a crimi- 


} 
| 


ture than alien suffrage in this Oregon constitu- || val. Would not this be an expost factolaw? By | 


tion. Thatis the provision of the schedule, which | can 

declares that large numbers of the citizens of the | bidden by the Constitution of the United States. 

United States shall not, after the admission ofthe | That our country might be saved the shame 
roposed State of Oregon, come or be within said |, and infamy and crime of such legislation, our fa- 

Biate; that they shall hold no property there; and 

that they shail. 


shali, by statute, make it a penal offense for any | shall be passed.’’ This inhibition of our national 


what authority, sir, can you enact it? It is for- | 


| 


person to harbor any of the excluded class of | Constitution, sir, is as sacred as any other pro- | 


their fellow-citizens who may. thereafter come or vision of that great instrument; and the official 
be within the State. This provision seems to me, | ath *‘ to support the Constitution,’’ which you 
in its spirit and letter, to be injustice and oppres- | in your great office administered to all of us, 
sion incarnate, This provision, sir, excludes binds us, in my judgment, to respect alike all the 


of the native-born citizens of the other States, | Stitution, not only to save it from violation or in- 
who are, therefore, citizens of the United States. | fringement by our own act, but by the act of oth- 
gue ou that a State may restrict the exercise | e's with ourconsent! But, sir, this edious section 
o 


the elective franchise to certain classes of cit- | is not only retroactive in its penal and offensive | 
izens of the United States, to the exclusion of | provisions; but it extends the same prohibitions 


others; but I deny that any State may exclude a || over the future—all the future: ‘* no free negro or 


jaw abiding citizen of the United States from com- |, mulatto, not residing in this State at the adoption | 


ing within its Territory, orabiding therein, orac- of this Constitution, shall ever come, reside, or 
eas and enjoying property therein, or from | be, within this State, or hold any real estate, or 

e enjoyment therein of the ‘privileges and im- | make any contract, or maintain any suit therein;”’ 
munities’’ of a citizen of the United States. What | 2nd this denial to eight hundred thousand citizens 
says the Constitution: 


‘The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all priv- | ever to hold real estate in Oregon, or make con- 


ileges amd imuiunities of citizens in the several States.” | tracts, or maintain any suit in vindication of their 
Article 4, section 2. 


| rights, or for the redress of their wrongs, is to be 

Here is no qualification, as in the clause guar- | enforced by the same atrocious sanction—the en- 

antying suffrage or an elective representation to |! actment of spenal laws—which is especially en- 

the people; here is no room for thatrefined con- | joined by this infamous instrument upon the 
struction, that each State may excludeall or any | Legislative Assembly of Oregon. 

of the citizens of the United States from its terri- Gentlemen say that we violate the ordinance of 

tory. The citizens of each State, all the citizens | 1787, which, by the act of 1848, was extended 


of each State, being citizens of the United States, | over Oregon, by resisting the admission of Oregon |, 


shall be entitled to ‘‘all privileges and immunities || upon this constitution. 


rights and immunities of the several States; not to || dinance of 1787. 
those constitutional rights and immunities which 
result exclusively from State authority or State | provision of the Oregon constitution is in direct 
legislation ; but to ‘tall privileges and immunities” 


States. Thereis an ellipsis in the language em- the inhabitants of that Territory shall always be 
“ee in the Constitution, but its meaning is entitled to the benefit of the writ of habeas corpus 
self-evident that it is ‘the privileges and immu- | and of the trial by jury. This constitution of Ore- 
nites of titizens of the United States in the sev- | gon denies both Sew rights to some of the in- 
eral States’’ that it guayanties. 


} 
| 


' 


| 





sons, a hearing in her courts of justice, ought to 
, be treated as an outlaw, unworthy a place in the 

sisterhood of the Republic. A suit is the legal 

demand of one’s right, and the denial of this rieht 

by the judgment of the American Congress is to 

be sanctioned as law! But, sir, I maintain that 

the persons thus excluded from the State by this 
| section of the Oregon constitution, are citizens 
| by birth of the several States, and therefore are 
| citizens of the United States, and as such are en- 
| titled to all the privileges and immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States, amongst which are the 
rights of life and liberty and property, and their 
| due protection in the enjoyment thereof by law; 
_and therefore I hold this section for their exclu- 
sion from that State and its courts, to be an infrac- 
tion of that wise and essential provision of the 
national Constitution to which I before referred, 
| to wit: 


i 


|| The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all privi- 


leges and immunities Of citizens IN THE SEVERAL sTaTes.” 


thers inserted in the first article, ninth section, of | » Who, sir, are citizens of the United States? 
not prosecute any suits in any of the Consttuuion, an absolute and perpetual pro- | 
the courts of that State; and that the Legislature | hibition in these words: ‘* No ex post facto law || 


First, all free persons born and domiciled within 
the United States—not all free white persons, but 
all free persons. You will search in vain, in the 
Constitution of the United States, for that word 
white; itis not there. You will look in vain for 
it in that first form of national Government—the 
Articles of Confederation; itis not there. The 


|| omission of this word—this phrase of casie— 
from the State of Oregon eight hundred thousand || specific requirements and limitations of the Con- | 


from our national charter, was not accidental, 
‘ but intentional. I beg leave to refer gentlemen 
| to the Journal of the Continental Congress, vol- 
ume 2, page 606. By this reference it will be seen 
that in that Congress, on the 25th June, 1778, the 
Articles of Confederation being under considera- 
tion, it was movod by delegates of South Carolina 
to amend the fourth article, by inserting after the 
word ‘* free ’’ and before the word ‘* inhabitants,”’ 
the word ‘‘white,’’ so that ‘‘the privileges and im- 
munities of citizens in the several States should 


be limited exclusively to white inhabitants.’’ The 
) of the United States and their descendants for- | 


| vote on this amendment was taken by States, and 
stood two States for, and eight against it, and one 
mpl divided. This action of the Congress of 
| 1778 was a clear and direct avowal that all free 
inhabitants, white and black, except ‘* paupers, 
_ vagabonds, and fugitives from justice,’’ (which 
were expressly excepted,) were entitled to all the 
privileges and immunities of free citizens in the 
several States’’ é' 
At the time of the adoption of the Constitution, 
only some States, South Carolina, Vi¥ginia, and 


it e I very much fear that || Delaware, made color a qualification or basis of 
of citizens in the several States.’’ Not to the | gentlemen who say this, have never read the or- || suffrage. 


In five of the others the el@Mive fran- 


[ mean no disrespect, sir; but | chise was exercised by free inhabitants, black 
I say the veriest dolt cannot fail to see that this || and white; and therefore, in five of the States, 


black men coéperated with white men in the elec- 


la ( conflict with, and violative of, the second article | tions, and in the formation of the Constitution 
of citizens of the United States in the several | of that greatordinance. Thatarticle declares that | of the United States. 


Inasmuch as black men 

helped to make the Constitution, as well as to 
achieve the independence of the country by the 
| terrible trial by battle, itis not surprising that the 
| Constitution of the United States does not exclude 


habitants. That article declares that no man shall |, them fram the body politic, and the privileges and 
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immunities of citizens of the United States. That | the reason that it is impossible. 


vreat instrument included in the new body pol- 
hic, Dy the name of * the peeple of the nited 
Siates,’’ all the then free inbabitants or citizens of 
the United States, whether white or black, not 
even excepting, as did the Articles of Confedera- 
tion, paupers, vagabonds, or fugitives from jus- 
tice. Thenceforward all these classes, being free 
iphabitants, irrespective of age, or sex, or com- 
lexion, and their descendants, were citizens of 
the United States. 
against the poor and in favor of the rich, or | 


whites. This Government rests upon the abso- 
juce equality of natural rights amongst men. There 


js not, and cannot be, any equality in the enjoy- || 


ment of political or conventional rights, because 
that is impossible. 

The franchise ef the office of a Representative 
in Congress is a political right. It cannot be ex- 
ercised by all; it is therefore limited to those who | 
possess the qualifications of citizenship, age, and | 


residence, prescribed by the Constitution, and | 


are duly elected by the majority of the people of |! 


any State or district entitled so to elect. So-the | 
elective franchise is a political right, which all | 
cannot exercise, and is therefore limited to some 
citizens to. the exclusion of others. An infant 
in its cradle, the child of a citizen-of the United 
States, is also a citizen of the United States, but 
has not the capacity to exercise this political right, 
and is therefore excluded from it, Practically, | 
political rights are exercised only by the majority 
of the male population, and are subject to just | 
such limitations as the majority see fit to impose. 
To this 1 have, and can have, no objection. 
Gentlemen need not trouble themselves, there- | 
fore, about the demagogue cry of ‘* the political 
equajity of the negro.’? Nobody proposes or | 
dreams of political equality any more than of 
physical or mental equality. It is as impossible 
for men to establish equality in these respects as 
it is for **the Ethiopian to change his skin.”’ 
Who would say thatall men are equal in stature, 
in weight, and in physical strength; or that all 
are equal in natural mental force, or in intellectual 
acquiremenits? Who, on the other hand, will be 
bold enough to deny that all persons are equally | 
entitled to the enjoyment of the rights of life and | 
liberty and property; and that no one should be 
deprived of life or liberty, but as punishment for 
crime; nor of his property, against his consent 
aod without due compensation / : , 

But it is not necessary to take time in demon- 
strating that all free persons born and domiciled 
within the United States are citizens of the Uni- 
ted States. The fact is notorious that, at the 
formation of the Constitution, but few of the 


— wa 


States made color the basis of suffrage, and all of || 


them; either by the words or the construction of 
their constitutionsg affirmed the fact thatall native- 

born free persons were citizens. Allow me to | 
cite from those early State constitutions. New 

Hampshire, by her constitution of 1792, declared 

that every aa 

one years of age and upward, except paupers and 
persons excused from paying taxes at their own 
request, shall have a right to vote at all elections. 
This was construed to admit all but aliens. This 
constitution also declares that ‘‘all men are born 
equally free and independent.’?’ Massachusetts, 
by her constitution of 1780, declared that * all 
men are born free and equal, and have certain na- 
tural, essential, and inalienable rights, amongst 
which are the right of enjoying and defending life 
and liberty, and of acquiring and possessing 
property.’ isi 


qualification, 

Rhode Island, under the charter of Charles II., 
allowed negroes to vote, and recognized them as 
citizens, 

Compecticut, under her charter, did the same. 


e inhabitant of the State, twenty- || 


The same general provision for suf- || 
trage as New Hampshire, with a small property ||" 


New York, by the constitution of 1777, gave | 


suffrage to ‘every male inhabitant’? upon six 
months’ residence, and a property qualification. 
All free persons, then, born and domiciled in 


° . os . | 
any State of the Union, are citizens of the United | 


States; and, although not equal in respect of polit- 
ical rights, are equal in respect of natural rights. 
Allow me, sir, to disarm prejudice and silence the 
demagogue cry of ‘** negro suffrage,’’ and ‘* negro 
political equality,” by saying, that no sane man 
ever seriously proposed political equality to all, for 


i 
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versal ; and are, in fact, exercised only by the 
majority of the qualified electors of any State, and 
by the minority only nominally. 

While, therefore, | recognize the obligation of 
the majority to extend political privileges, so far 
| a8 consistent with the stability of good govern- 
ment, to the largest number of the citizens, I as 
fully recognize the fact that all political privileges 


No distinctions were made#)are, and ought to be, under the absolute control 


|| of the majority in a republican government, and 
against the free-born*blacks and in favor of the |, 


: 8 
their will is, and should be, the law. But, sir, 


while this is cheerfully conceded, I cannot, and 
| will not, consent that the majority of any repub- 
lican State may, in any way, rightfully restrict 
| the hamblest citizen of the United States in the 
| free exercise of any one of his natural rights; those 
rights common to all men, and to protect which, 
not to confer, all good governments are instituted; 
and the failure to maintain which inviolate fur- 
nishes, at all times, a sufficient cause for the ab- 
rogation of such government; and, I may add, 
imposes a necessity for such abrogation, and the 
| reconstruction of the political fabric on a juster 
basis, and with surer safeguards. 

Of my resistance to the passage of this bill, sir, 
and to the enactment into a law of this Oregon 
constitution, let no demagogue say that it is a 
mere negro question, and for making a negro 
equal, politically, with a white man. I ask no 
change of the law as it is written in the Federal 
Consutution. Lleave the States asthat constitution 
leaves them, free to regulate the elective franchise 
among citizens of the United States; to extend it 
| to or withhold it at their pleasure from all ‘colored 
citizens, or only some of them; from all minors, 
white or black; and, if they sée fit, from the best 
portion of the citizens of the United States—from 
all the free intelligent women of the land. Butl 
| protest against the attempt to mar that great 
charter of our rights, almost divine in its con- 
ception and in its spirit of equality, by the inter- 
polation into itof any word of caste, such as white, 
or black, male or female; for no such word is in 
that great instrument now, and, by my act, or 
word, or vote, never shall be. 


| 
| 
| 


right to know; to argue and to utter, acccording 
| to conscience; to work and enjoy the product of 
their toil, is the rock on which that Constitution 
rests—its sure foundation and defense. Take 
this away, and that beautiful and wise and just 
structure, so full of the goodness and truth of our 
fathers, falls. The charm of that Constitution 
lies in the great democratic idea which it embo- 
dies, that all men, before the law, are equal in 


| exéept as a forfeiture for crime. Before your 
constitution, sir, as i: is, as | trust it ever will 
be, all men are sacred, whether white or black, 
rich or poor, strong o« weak, wise or simple. 
Before its divine rule of justice and equality of 
natural rights, Lazarus in his rags is as sacred 
as the rich man clothed in purple and fine linen; 
| the peasant in his hovel, as sacred as the printe 
in his palace, or the king on his throne. 

_ I cannot consent to mutilate and destroy that 
great instrument, the Constitution of my country, 
by supporting a bill which, on its face, gives effect 
to a State constitution which denies to citizens of 
the United States the right of a fair trial in the 
| courts of justice for the enforcement of a right or 
the redress of a wrong. In opposing this bill, sir, 
I am doing what I can to muintain the Constitu- 
tion and the honor of my country. In opposing 
it, 1 am doing what I can to secure my country 
from the shame and dishonor and crime of de- 
| claring, by solemn, written statute, in favor ofa 
| denial of justice to the citizen and stranger within 
| our gates. Qh, sir, how will this burning dis- 
grace, about to be enacted into law, hiss among 
the nations, that your boasted trial by jury is to 
| be withheld from eight hundred thousand of our 
own citizens and their posterity, forever, because 
they were so weak or so unfortunate as to be 
born with tawny skins! 

This provision, sir, which denies a fair trial in 
the courts of justice, excludes the same class of 
our fellow-citizens, native born, forever from the 
territory of that State. This is not only a vio- 
i lation of that provision of the Constitution of the 
\| United States to which I before referred, which 


Political rights |! 
‘| are conventianal, not natural; limued, not uni- 


The equality of all to the right to live; to the | 
q ar 8 


respect of those rights of person which God gives | 
; and no man or State may rightfully take away, 
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secures to the citizens of each State the privi- 
leges and immunities of citizens in every State of 
the Union; but it is, I maintain, a flagrant viola- 
tion of the law of nature, as recognized by every 
civilized nation on the globe. It is, sir, the pub- 
lic law of the civilized world, that every free man 
is entited to live in the land of his birth. Oregon, 
by becoming incorporated into the Union, be- 
comes part of the country of every American 
citizen, and therefore no citizen of the United 
States can rightfully be excluded fromit. Ifone 
State may rightfully do this, every State may; if 
it be right for one State thus to violate this law 
of domicile, acknowledged by all the world, it 
would be right for eyery State in the Union to 
exclude every native-born colored man in Amer- 
ica. What, in the name of God, would you do 
with these men, these eight hundred thousand 


| free, native-born men, of our common country ! 


| In the name of eternal justice, I deny this pre- 
tended State right to exile any of its native-born 
freemen for deny them a fair hearing in mainte- 

nance of their rights in the courts of justice. 

No, sir; it was not to legalize this horrid in- 
justice that America was allowed to assume her 
proud place amongst the nations. It was not to 
this end that the immortal Genoese, guided alone 
by Providence and that tiny magnet which twin- 
_kles on its card like a beam of light, gave to 

the oppressed nations of the Old World this new 
heaven and new earth. It was not to this end 
| that the Pilgrims came with their hymns of lofty 
| cheer; 

‘* And the stars heard, and the sea; 

And the sounding aisles of the dim woods rang 
To the anthem of the free!” 
It was not to this end that the fathers of the Re- 
| public put forth their great Declaration, and in 
defense of it walked through the fire and storm 
/and darkness of a seven years’ war. It was not 
to this end that God gave them the victory, and 
| set for them bis bow in the cloud like a brightness 
out of heaven, giving token that the wild deluge 
of oppression and blood should not again Sweep 
over their habitations. It was not to this end 
that, after the victory was tlus achieved, those 
| brave old men, with the dust of Yorktown yet 
fresh upon their’ brows, and the blood of York- 
town yet fresh upon their garments, proclaimed 
to the world, and asked it to be held in everlasting 
| remembrance, ** thatthe rights for which America 
had contended were the rights of human nature.”’ 
| Mr. SANDIDGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. ENGLISH. With the permission of my 
| friend from Louisiana, I desire to say that yes- 
| terday my friend and colleague from the sev- 

enth district [Mr. Davis] indicated his intention, 
if he could obtain the floor, to move to recommit 
this bill with instructions to add an additional sec- 
tion repealing the restrictive clause in the bill of 
last session, reported by the committee of con- 

| ference in reference to Kansas. Now, I have 
made up my mind, tinder all the circumstances of 
the case, to vote for the admission of Oregon. I 

| prefer to vote for the bill as itis, 1] merely wish 
to say, however, that if my colleague should suc- 
ceed in introducing his motion, and I can procure 
the floor, I desire to offer an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute for his proposition, to re- 
peal the restrictive clause in the anette compro- 
mise bill. I send it up for the purpose of having 
it read and printed. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That hereafter no 
Territory shall be adinitted into the Union as a State with 
a population less than the number required by the then ratio 
of representation for a Representative in Congress, to be 
ascertained by a census taken in pursuanee of law. 

Sec. —. nd be it further enacled, That whenever any 
Territory shall contain sufficient population to constitute a 
State, as prescribed in the foregoing section, the Legiela- 
ture of such Territory may proceed to caii a convention for 
the purpose of forming a constitution, and may take all 
necessary steps for the establishment ofa State government, 
in conformity with the Federal Constitution, subject to such 
limitatations and restrictions as fo the mode and manner of 
its approval or ratification by the people of the proposed 
State as they may have prescribed by law, and shall be en 
titled to admission into the Union asa State under such 
constitution, thus fairly and legally made, with or without 

| slavery, as said conétitution shall prescribe. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether any Territory contains the requisite 

| population to constitute a State, a census of the inhabitants 
thereof shall be taken under the direction of the President 
of the United States, upon application being made therefor 
by the Legislature of such Territory. 

Sec. —. And beit further enacted, That this act shall be, 

| and is hereby, incorporated and made part of the organic 
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law of each of the Territories of the United States, and that 
all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with this act be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed, 


Mr. SANDIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I sought the 
floor a few moments ago, in order to make some 
reply to a remark which fell from the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Hirt.) 
his speech, he deciared that one of the fundament- 
al poe of the party to which he belonged 
forbade his voting for the admission of any State 


into this Union which had in its constitution a | 


clause like that he was pleased to term * the alien 
clause’’ of the eonstitution of Oregon. I want the 
genticman from Georgia to respond to the inquiry 
which L now propound to him, and to those who 
are known as his party friends. Do they and their 
party contend that the Congress of the United 
States has the power to regulate the right of suf- 
frage within the States of this Union? In other 
words, has Congress the power to declare who 
shall be electors in the several States? Igthe gen- 
tleman and his friends cannot admit such a power 
in our Federal Legislature, (though, as to this they 
do not say,) how, then, can they, with any show 
of reason, refuse to sustain the admission of Ore- 


gon because its people have chosen to retognize, 


as voters, a certain class of citizens? 
I am, sir, more astonished to see southern men 
than northern take this ground. To what would 


it lead ? Why, Mr. Speaker, it would lead to this, | 


as its legitimate end: that Congress, having the 
power to regulate the right of suffrage, could de- 
clare that every negro man, a slave, twenty-one 
years ofage,upon our plantations, shall be entitled 
to vote; that they might go to the polls with their 
master, and each have an equal right with him to 
vole, even upon hisown emancipation. Jamas- 
tonished, therefore, to hear this doctrine promul- 
gated on this floor by southern Representatives. 
It can lead to no other result than that which I 
have stated. Iam not surprised to hear gentlemen 
from Massachusetts, or from any of the northern 
States, urge that negroes shall be entitled to the 


right of suffrage, when, at home, they are, and | 
have been, in favor of granting this privilege to || 


such persons, 


Having no intention of inflicting a speech upon || my interrogatory in reference to negro equality. || 


the House at this time, I will only refer very 


briefly to one or two other objections taken against | 


this bill. 


The objection is made, Mr. zeae to the ad- | 
’ 


mission of Oregon asa State, that her constitu- 


tion prohibits the immigration there of free ne- | 


groes. I presume, sir, that those who object on 


this account, and who argue in favor of an equal- | 
ity of the black with the white man, will, if they | 
are honest and sincere in what they say, not have | 
the least repugnance to see a Representative seated | 


on this floor beside them, of full African blood. 
They would not object, either, to see their daugh- 
ters or sisters allied to such sable gentlemen, on ac- 
count ofcolor. ‘This would be negro equality; and 
unless gentlemen go to that extent, this doctrine 
they talk so much about is mere stuff, moon- 
shine—the whole of it. Will any gentleman on 
this floor say that he is in favor of such equality ? 
No, sir; there is not a man here who will say 
that he is; pot one who would like to see a negro 
member of Congress, or the intermarriage with 
his family of persons of African blood. If they 
are unwilling to see these things, why prate of 
negro equality in Oregon? Why make a point 
on that score against Oregon? Why object to 
her because she repudiates an equality which no 
member of this House dares to say he is in favor 
of, on principle or otherwise ? 

Mr. WILSON. Does the gentleman approve 
of that provision in the constitution of Oregon 
which probibits a negro or mulatto from bringing 
or maintaining a suit in that State ? 


Mr. SANDIDGE, I would like the gentleman | 
He will not avow | 


first to answer my question. 
the sort of equality I have referred to, and yet he 


should do so to be consistent, if opposed to Ore- | 


gon on account of the clause in her constitution 
now being discussed. I will, however, most cheer- 
fully answer him, and will wait for a response 4o 
my own inquiry. 


law, whe shall and who shall not vote at their 
elections; who may and who may not sue or be 
sued in their courts of law. 

Mr. WILSON. T have no trouble whatever 
answering the gentleman. The constitution of 


Leal 


In the beginning of 


| redress. 


I believe in the right of the’ 
people of any State t6 declare, in their organic | 
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Indiana does not confer upon the class to which 
the gentleman has referred the right to vote. I 
am willing to abide by the constitution of my 
State in that respect. Again, sir, I believe that 
the Republican party is as much opposed to negro 
equality as the Democratic party. No Republican 
has ever contended for any such doctrine. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Thegentleman, then, would 
not be willing to see an African seated in this 
Hall. Then, surely, he is not prepared to vote 
against Oregon. He will be consistent with him- 
self if he votes for her admission. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman has: not an- 
swered my question. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I thought that I had; and 
now, what I have to say is merely repetition. I 
hold that the a of Oregon, when they as- 
semble, through their delegates, to form a consti- 
tution preparatory to admission as a State, have 
the right to say who shall vote, and who shall 
not vote—who shall, and who shall not, come 
before their courts. Minors, married women, and 
other persons, are not allowed, in their own 
names, to enter your courts as parties litigant. 
Why may not negroes be excluded in like man- 
ner‘ 

Mr. WILSON. Do not thetaws of Louisiana 
allow negroes to maintain suits in the courts of 
that State ? 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Not slaves in their own 
names. Free people of color may; and we could 
take from them such right. I will say to the gen- 
tleman, in this connection, that a white man in 
my State would be in more danger of the halter if 
he committed an outrage upon a negro, than if per- 
petrated against an equal. We have a peculiar 
regard for our slaves, and for the rights which we 
recognize as belonging tothem. We neverallow 
them to be trampled upon. Juries, sir, and courts, 


| always protect them. We will go further to pun- 


ish an unwarrantable aggression upon them than 
upon a white man. They are subject to us, and 
we see to it that they are not outraged without 
Our free men can protect themselves. 
One gentleman, and only one, the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Witson,] has responded to 


I will refer to oné other point. In the last ses- 
sion of this Congress there was an application 
pending to admit Kansas asa State. No gentle- 
man on either side of the House said that Kansas 


| had, at that time, a population sufficient to enti- 


tle her to one Representative on this floor, accord- 
ing to the present ratio. Now, gentlemen declare 
that because we passed the Kansas bill, no State 


should hereafter come in with a less population | 


| Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
did this House, before the enactment of the Kan- | 


than would entitle her toa Representative. Twice 


sas bill, and almost without objection, pass bills 


authorizing the people of Oregon to frame a con- || 


stitution. Did we hear anything then about want 
of populati »? No, sir. Two years ago, the 


gentleman ..uwm Pennsylvania, (Mr. Grow,] who | 
now leads the Opposition in his minority report || 
against the admission of Oregon, declared, upon || 


this floor, that her 
thousand. 
that time. 

It does seem to me—with all due deference to 
my friends from the South, who now oppose the 
admission of Oregon on this point of population 
—that they are doing so without sufficient reason. 


opulation was about ninety 
t surely has not been reduced since 


We called on our northern friends everywhere to | 
come up and vote for the admission of Kansas, || 


because she had framed her constitution, as we 
believed, in a proper and legal manner. Kansas 
had a population of perhaps forty thousand, and, 
by her constitution, was to be a slaveholding 


State; and yet we found friends from the North | 


who could vote with us then. They did so on 


| principle—the right of the people to regulate their 

How, | 
/ now, can we turn round and say to them, when | 
| Oregon is applying, and when (unlike Kansas) | 
there is ro complaint as to the manner in which | 
her constitution was formed, and when she has | 


own damestic affairs to suit themselves. 


\Mright, though of no interest to them, or to t 
|| constituents personally; and who, in thus vot 


| Mr. HOARD obtained the floor. 


|| Mr.S 


———— 
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Se as 
Government who ever risked anything j son 
of the rights of the South. What oreditess oon 
ern men take for their position? They can oceyy, ; 
no other than that of State rights—the right to 
free from congressional intervention in their do. 
mestic affairs. We risk nothing in this, and there. 
fore are entitled to no credit. But when we gee 
gentlemen coming here from another extreme of 
the Union, who have heretofore voted with us in 

_the support of what we claimed to be just and 





heir 
ing, 


risked everything, politically; I think it comes 


|| with an ill grace from us now, when Oregon ig 


applying with a free-State constitution, after what 
has so recently occurred, to turn upon them, and 
talk es and who shall vote at her 
elections. We said nothing about the population 
of Kansas, when that question was beforeus. We 
only said ** vote for*her admission.”? The restric. 

| tion imposed in the English bill was not intended 
to apply to Kansas or to Oregon—the application 
of Oregon being then before us. The Senate passed 
the bill for the admission of Oregon, because the 
same understanding existed in that body as in 
this House, as to the rule in the English bill not 
applying to her. The bill was adopted in the 
Senate y avote of more than two to one—a large 
majority of those voting for the bill being Dem- 
ocrats from the North and South. 

Now, I do hope, in good faith to those men 
who have so long, so loftily, and so unselfishly, 
stood by us here in defense of our rights, and to 
whom, alone, we can look with any degree of 
hope in coming contests, that we will, without 

| Murmuring, vote for this bill, and without stick- 
ling on points of small dispute. As for myself, 
| sir, I shall vote forher admission with a great deal 


| of cheerfulness. Itis right in itself; and is com- 


_mended to my judgment by many reasons of jus- 
| tice, propriety, and good policy. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Lask the gentleman to give 
way to a motion that the House take a recess till 


'| seven o’clock. 


Mr. HOARD yielded the floor. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BarksDa.e 


| in the chair.) The motion can only be enter- 


| tained ieee nae consent. 
EWART, of Maryland. 


I think we 
| had better go on. 


I object. 


|| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman al- 


| low me to inquire whether any other business 
| will be taken up this evening besides the discus- 
sion on the Oregon question ? 

Several MemBers. No, no. 
I hope that by general 
consent no other business than this will be taken 
| up. ? 

"Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. No other busi- 
ness can be taken up. This billis a special order. 

Mr. HOARD. Being called upon to vote for 
or against the application of Oregon for admis- 
sion as a State into the Union, I have examined 
the constitution under which admission is asked, 
for the purpose of determining what vote I ought 
to give upon that question. I have also examined 


|| the separate reports made by the gentleman from 
| Riva: Somme [Mr. Grow,] and the gentleman 


from Tennessee, [Mr. Zo.uicorrer,] members 
of the Committee on Territories, and as neither 
of those reports presents the feature upon which 
my opposition to the admission, under the pres- 
ent constitution, rests, | have with great reluc- 
_ tance felt it my duty to place on record the con- 
siderations which will influence me in voting 
against the admission of a free State. I had hoped 
to feel my duty fully discharged during this short 
session in simply reo ropositions that 
should come before the House for its action; but 
a difference of opinion arising amongst Repre- 
_ sentatives, both as to the propriety of opposing 

the admission, and also as to the grounds of op? 
position, to prevent misapprehension and misrep- 
resentation, [ will present, in the briefest possi- 
ble manner, the reasons for the vote that I shall 


a population exceeding, by more than two-fold, || give upon this question. 


what Kansas had last winter, that we cannot vote || 
Sir, it has been our boast at | 
the South that we asked for nothing we would | 
We have been indebted | 


for her admission? 


not concede to others. 
to the northern Democrats for many things we 
prize most highly. 
old Whig perty, they are the only people in this 


Since the destruction of the + 


On the twentieth page of the copy of the Oregon 
constitution, as printed by the House, I find the 
following clause: 
| If a majority of all the votes given for or against free 
negroes, shall be given against free negroes, then the follow- 
ing section shall be added to the bill of rights, and shall be 
part of this constitution : . 

«¢ Sec, —. No free negro or mulatto, not residing in this 
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ciate at the time of the adoption of this constitution, shall | 


ever come, reside, or be within this State, or hold any real 
estate, or make any contract, or maintain any suit, therein; 
and tie Legislative Assembly shall provide pe laws for 
the removal of all such Sree negroes and mu 
their effectual exclusion from the State, and (shall provide] 
for the punishment of persons who shall bring them into the 
State, or has bor them therein.’ 


The second section, fifteenth article, (page 18,) | 
provides that: 

«Every person elected or appointed to any office under 
this constitution, shall, before entering upon the duties 
thereof, take an oath or affirmation to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and of this State.”? 

The vote was taken at an election held on the | 
9th day of November, 1857, and was largely 
against free negroes, which vote makes the section 
first quoted part of the Oregon constitution, under | 
which admission is asked. The preamble to the | 
United States Constitution, which is as binding 


declares that the Constitution was formed for cer- | 
tain purposes, amongst which is the important 
one of establishing justice. It reads as follows: 

« We, the people of the United States, in order to form a 
more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quility, provide for the common defense, promote the gen- 
eral welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution 
for the United States of America.” 

Now, sir, can any civilized person say that the | 
provision in the Oregon constitution, which I have 
recited, is not unjust in the broadest and fullest | 
sense of the term? Does it not outrage all the | 
civilized ideas of justice, and is it not, therefore, | 
clearly against the declared purposes, and the | 
spirit of the Constitution? I am not here consid- | 
ering the negro’s right to political equality, nor 
even asserting his right to liberty; but I do assert | 
his right to life, and to the protection of his per- 
son, which this constitution unjustly denies. 

Sir, the free negroes and mulattoes of the United | 
States are not trespassers upon the soil of the | 
country, to be hunted and driven from it as wrong- 
doers. Can we deny them a home and all the 
rights of humanity in the land of their birth? Their 
ancestors came here with our ancestors. They | 
have no country but this; no home but here; no 
God but ours. Have gentlemen who are so firm 
in their opposition to the evils and wrongs of | 
slavery, and who have done so much to prevent 
its extension in Kansas, reflected well upon the | 
tendency of such action, by free States, as we are 
called upon to indorse and approve if we accept 
the Oregon constitution? If free negroes and mu- 
lattoes are to be hunted down like demons in the 
free States, and driven from their borders like 
lepers, what else are we doing but driving them 
into slavery ? 

But I have been told that the section against 
free negroes in the Oregon constitution was placed 
there by the free-State men to prevent the adop- 
tion of a slave constitution, Well, if it is neces- 
sary, anywhere in the United States, to indorse 
and adopt such monstrous and revolting doctrines | 
as this section contains, to get rid of slavery, I 
think it is high time that we should abandon all 
further opposition to that institution. I do not 
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attoes, and for |} 


| gislators and officers sworn to support it, upon the 
| pretense that the framers could not have intended 
| what their language plainly imports? 

[ protest against the right of any State to deny 
any free-born American, who is guilty of nocrime, 


| the right to be, that is the right to exist, in the 


\| land of his birth. Sir, a band of States, with con- 


stitutions like this around the slave States, would 
not only be a wall of fire to prevent the escape of 
those now in bondage, but a net, to gather into 
slavery all free persons, in whose veins flows the 
blood of the unfortunate African. Why, sir, this 
Oregon constitution is asmuch worse than a pro- 
slavery constitution, as the man who drives a 
| wretched, famishing creature unfed from his door, 

is worse than him that heeds his supplications, 
| and for his labor gives him bread and a home. 





(| But there is another clause that deserves atten- 
|| tion: 
and important as any of its subsequent sections, || 


| ** No negro or mulatto shall maintain any suit therein.” 
| If a negro or mulatto should go into the State, 
even to attend the funeral of relatives, or enter it 
| unconscious of the laws prohibiting him, or be 
| within the State for any purpose, or under any 
| circumstances, they might not only be despoiled 
| of their property without remedy, but they would 


||! also be remediless, if tortured, violated, or even 


| mutilated ! 
| Congress will admit a State with a constitution 
| that denies all redress to a human being for vio- 
lations Of person, and by the votes, too, of mem- 
| bers who would hesitate to vote for the admission 


lof aslave State? Is it not manifestly unjust to 


|| deny to any free-born American, guilty of no 


crime, the right of home in the land of his fathers? 


| If it is admitted, as I think it must be, that such 


denial is unjust, then it is unconstitutional; and, 
if unconstitutional, then we violate our oaths in 
giving sanction, by our votes, to a violation of 

oth the letter and spirit of the Constitution which 
we have sworn to support. 

Sir, in conclusion, f protest, in the name of jus- 
tice, against this inhumanity; and, in the name of 
fumanity, against this injustice. 

Mr. STEVENSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky to give way for a recess. 

Mr. STEVENSON yielded the floor. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move that the House take 
a recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I object. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. There are many gentlemen 
here who wish to address the House on this ques- 
tion; and I suggest that those genflemen who 
wish to go to their dinners had better go; and the 
discussion can go on in their absence, without 
any recess. 


r. MAYNARD. 
tion. 
men. 

Mr.STEVENSON. Idonotrise, Mr. Speaker, 
| with a view to go at length into this protracted 
| discussion. I have risen merely in justice to my- 
| self, to give the reasons which will actuate me in 
| voting for the admission of Oregon. Whatever 
|| may be the term of my service on this floor, I 





| I will not press my mo- 
I made it at the instance of several gentle- 





believe that there can be found, in all the consti- || shail never give a vote which more fully com- 


tutions of the slave States combined, so much in- 


of the Oregon constitution contains. Let us ex- 


mends itself both to my head and heart than that 


|| 
humanity and rank injustice as this single section || which will record me in favor of the admission 
| 
| 


amine it and understand its scope and effect: 


of this State. I find in that vote no inconsistency 
|| with the vote which I was called upon to give on 


“No negro or mulatto not in the State on the 9th off) the English compromise measure for the admis- 


November, 1857, shall ever come, reside, or be, within the 
State.” 

Now, sir, any child born of negro or mulatto, 
parents in Oregon, since that day, was not there 
then, but is there now, contrary to the constitu- 
tion; and the Legislative Assembly, if we give vi- 
tality to this constitvtion by our votes here, must 
provide by penal laws for the removal of such 
negro or mulatto child, and for the punishment 
of the parent whose ehild was born within the 
State. It has been said that it could not have 
been the intention of the framers of this section 
to separate the child from the parent; but I would 
like to know what stronger language could have 
been used, provided they had intended to deny 
the right of parents to keep their children there? 
If they did not intend to separate the child from 
its mother, they doubtless did intend, by this pro- 
vision, to bring into service the strongest induce- 
ment to incline the parent to leave the State, that 
she might be with her child. But can the plain 
provisions of a constitution be disregarded by le- 


| sion of Kansas. Mf gentlemen on the other side— 
|| not only the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Grow,] who made the minority report, but others 
who sustain him—will examiné their own rec- 
ords, it is not improbable they will find some 
more glaring inconsistency than any that can be 
construed from the votes of gentlemen from: slave- 
holding States for the admission of Oregon. 

I acknowledge myself, Mr. Speaker, to be a 
firm believer in that conservative rule of action 
established by the English proposition, as a fu- 
ture basis for the admission of new States—that 
| no Territory ought to be admitted as a State into 





yet. It commended itself to my judgment then, 
and I still approve of it. But there is no incon- 
sistency in an approval of that doctrine with the 
'| vote which I propose to give on this measure. 

To my judgment, the two votes are in perfect 
harmony. We agreed by the English bill to ad- 
mit Kansas with a population less than the ratio 





| 
} 
' 





GLOBE. 


And ig it possible that the American || 


this Union until she hasa population equal to the | 
ratio of representation. I adhere to that doctrine | 





| of representation. If the people of Kansas had 
chosen to come in by an acceptance of the pro- 
visions of the English bill, would the State not 
have been admitted with less than the ratio of 
reprgsentation ? Clearly so. 

Ve proposed to admit Kansas a year ago, sub- 
ject to an approval by the popular vote, with less 
than the population required by the English 
amendment; and had the people of Kansas ac- 
cepted the terms of that bill, Kansas would have 

this day been a coequal sovereignty in this 
Confederacy, with a population less than that 
of Oregon, and less than the ratio declared in 
| the same bill to be requisite for the admission 
| of future States. Why, then, this exception in 
favor Of Kansas? Not, as it has been alleged in 
this debate, that we feared revolution and blood- 
shed. No, sir; 1 here solemnly declare, no such 
motive actuated my vote; I was, I trust, guided 
| by a loftier, and more patriotic purpose. Justice 
demanded a relaxation of this rule, as to pending 
applications. Kansas had gone through all the 
regular forms of law, and, under an implied ac- 
quiescence of Congress, prepared itself to put on 
the habiliments of State sovereignty, before that 
| rulewasadopted. A convention had been called, 
/a constitution had been adopted, and the State 
itself was knocking loudly for admission. Would 
it have been just to Kansas to have applied anew 
rule asa barrier to her admission, which, however 
| wise, just, and conservative to all Territories 
| which had taken no iniatory steps for admission, 
| had never been applied in the past, and which 
Kansas could not have suspected would have been 
demanded as a sine qua non for her admission ? 
On the contrary, she had rather been encouraged 
by Congress to apply for admission, and thus put 
| an end to the strife and intestine disorder which 
must for many years prove a stigma upon her 
escutcheon. 

This constituted the exception from the rule in 
the English billtowards Kansas. The same rule 
would apply to and exclude Oregon, were it con- 
ceded that she had not the requisite population. 

The distinguished gentleman from Georgia has 
ably presented to this House his data for assuming 
that Oregon has at this hour more than one hun- 
dred thousand inhabitants. The gallant and pat- 
riotic Delegate from that Territory has, upon his 
personal veracity, stated to us that he has not the 
slightest doubt but that the population of Oregon 
| largely exceeds the present ratio. This would 
| seem to be sufficient, especially as there is no 
»roof to contradict it. If the rule prescribed by 
Mr. Madison himself in the case of Tennessee is 
| to prevail, Oregon has the — population 

required bf the English bill, and ought to receive 
the vote of every member in this Hall. 

I avow frankly, Mr. Speaker, if I had great 
| doubt as to the population, I should promptly 
| vote for this measure. The same considerations 
which exempted Kansas from the operation of 
the English bill apply, in my judgment, with four- 
fold force to Oregon. No disorder, riots, or 
bloodshed, stain her garments; no sectional dis- 
sensions have retarded her prosperity; no irregu- 
larity has marked her proceedings in the adoption 
| of her constitution, She presents the spectacle 
| of a happy, united, and prosperous people, with 
a republican constitution, asking a place in this 
Union of States. That constitution was adopted, 
and that application made, long prior to the pas- 
sage of the English bill. Kansas was excepted 
from the operation of the provisions of that meas- 
ure; and, upon similar grounds, I propose to 
except Oregon. 

Apply this trule to Dakotah, Arizona, Nevada, 
Jefferson, and each and every Territory which 
had not adopted its constitution, and was not ap- 
plying for its admission at the period of its adop- 
| tions but do not, I pray you, extend it to inchoate 
States, which had peacefully adopted their con- 
stitutions under the quasé invitations from Con- 
gress, that they would be gladly welcomed into 
this brotherhood of States, and would have no 
test of population applied to them, Simple justice 
would seem to demand this much at our hands. 

Is it not this rule of action, Mr. Speaker, pre- 
scribed in all our civil and legal proceedings? If 
public policy require and demand the change of 
| a legislative enactment, and a new rule of action 
| be required, are not all pending suits usually ex- 
| empted from its operation? Would it not be the 
| essenee of despotism by the ex post facto opera- 
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tion of legislative enactments to regulate pending | not formidable enough to drive Mr. CrittenpEn 


controversies? 


I shall not attempt to arcvue the obligation rest- | 


ing upon us for the admission of Oregon witha 
population of sixty thousand, as resulting from 
the aduption of the ordinance of 1757. That has 
already been,done by gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me, and by none with more ability than by 
my friend from Georgia, [Mr. Steraens,] who 
opened this debate. 


Gentlemen upon thé other sice of the House | 


persuade themselves it is a just Groees of objec- 
tion to the admission of Oregon, 


sue in their courts. 

I deny that Congress can look into a constitu- 
tion of a State but for the purpose of seeing that 
it is republican. 
every hazard. Our Republican friends, however, 


will, J trust, not become agonized over this pro- | 


vision. ‘The mighty outrage is a mere chimera 
of their excited imaginations, It is not an un- 
usual provision. The exclusion in many of the 
States, and in the free States, too, is not confined 
to free negroes. Infants, fem@ covért, and luna- 


tics cannot sue except by the intervention of a | 
prochein ami, or a trustee; and yet such enact- | 


ments have received the sanction of the wisest 
and best statesmen in the land. Our slaves can- 
not sue except through the intervention of a third 
party, and yet our courts are open to the asser- 
tion of ang alleged right of freedom. I beseech 
gentlemen to examine carefully the statutes and 
constitutions of many of the free States, and they 


will agree with me that this is no ground of ex- | 


clusion, if Congress possessed on this ground the 
power of inhibition. 


I beg gentlemen to look to the consistency of | 


their own record. Many of them were zealous 
advocates of the Topeka Kansas constitution, and 
by its terms, free negroes, if I am not mistaken, 
were excluded from the Territory, and that Kan- 
Bas ostracism was sugtained by a popular vote. 
Where was then the indignation and horror of 
that pertion of the Republican party, whoare now 
so much outraged at a simple denial of the nght of 
a free negro to institute a suit in his own name? 
It is not argued that any right is denied, and 
that justice cannot be obtained by suitin the name 
of an intervening party, which is the exact rule 
prescribed even in slave States to white persons 
who are infants, married women, or lunatics. 
Some of my American friends, and perhaps two 
of my colleagues, are horrified at this application, 


and cannot afford to vote forOregon. Why? Be- | 
cause, they say, it allows alien suffrage in its | 


consuitulion, 


Mr. Speaker, I have already, upon a former oc- | 


casion, announced on this floor that lam not an 


advocate foralien suffrage. I] think, with the ready | 


mode of acquiring ciuzenship afforded by our ex- 
isting laws, it is proper and just to limit suffrage 
to ciuizens. Such a conservative rule would al- 
ways meet my approbation. What right, how- 


ever, has Congress to look into the provisions of | 
a constitution of a sovereign State which is repub- | 
lican, and place its opinion, as to the wisdom of | 
its provisions, in direct antagonism to the State | 


which has ddopted it, and on whose people it is 
obligatory? If Congress has a right to look into 
1t for one purpose, itmay look into it for another; 
and should a Republican majority have the sway 
of this House, the argument now urged by South 
Americans might be used as a weapon for their 
own destruction. 

i think, too, our American friends must again 
look to the record, or they may be suspected of 
inconsistency. If.1 remember aright, the word 
‘** citizen,’ as adopted in the Crittenden bill for 
the admission of Kansas, was stricken out, and 
the word ** inkabiéant’’ inserted in the Montgomery 
amendment, for whieh all our American friends 
voted, | should, besides, suppose that our Amer- 
ican friends, from the slave States, might safely 
afford to support a measure which has received 
the sanction of at least one, if not two, of their 
prominent candidates for the Presidency. Surely 
my two American colleagues from Kentucky, 
couldafford to tread where the distinguished Crit- 
TrenpEN Jed; and when this bill for the admission 
of Oregon, received his support and vote, in May 
last, When the population was not as great as itis 


ecause persons | 
of color are not permitted by the constitution to || 


I will resist such a right at | 
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een — 


|| from its support, and [ regret that it cannot re- 
ceive the support of my colleagues, 
Mr. Speaker, [ put my support for the admis- 
sion of Oregon oneven higher groands. | belong 
to,and, in part, represent, aState which geograph- 
ically lies in the center of this Union. She has, 
and always intends to stand by it. She cansym- 
| pathize with no extreme which aims at its dis- 
ruption. But Kentucky looks to the Constitution 
as the bulwark of her rights.and the great pala- 
dium of her safety and the only bond of that 
| Union. 
tion to that great charter of our rights. By being 
transplanted from my own Virginia, I have, 1 
trust, never lost sight of the early lessons of strict 
construction and State rights in which I was 
brought up. 

That same institution, sir, of which we are both 
alumni, and of which we can be so justly proud, 
should disown us and discard any son who could 
ever forget the lessons which he learned in that 
institution, or prove recreant to the principles of 


the great founder, whose crowning work it was, | 
and who sleeps so calmly on Monticello’s sum- | 
As there brought up, so I this | 


mit, in its sight. 
day stand—a strict constructionist; looking to the 


Constitution and its guarantied rights as the only | 
And when I hear gen- | 


priladium of our safety. 
tlemen from some of the extremes of this Union 
-alarmed at the fact that the scepter of power has 


passed from the slave States which founded this | 
Government, to the free ones, and that with that || 


this Change must ultimately destroy this Union, 
Ido not yield my assent to any such doctrine. 


No Government can stand upon mere parchment, | 


The affections of the inhabitants of these States, 


which have swelled from thirteen to thirty-two, | 
must be centered inand desire the continuance of 


the Union, or it will not last. 


in every heart and im every section. 
You might as well expect to make a man a 


Christian and imbue him with the spirit of Chrisp 


tianity by taking him into achurch and showing 


him the ten commandments engraved upon tablets | 
of wood or stone, as to expect that this Union | 


can be kept alive and perpetuated without the at- 
tachment of every section of the country, and a 


|, determination to stand not only by the rights of 


each State as guarantied by the Constitution, but 
by that fraternal spirit in which it was formed. 
I stand by this Confederation; and one of the 
proudest votes that 1 shall ever give will be that 
whiwh I shall give in favor of the admission of 
Osegon. It wili give the lie to the charge which 
has been made, that southern mer voted for the 
admission of Kansas, and were willing to violate 
the rule in regard to population, because Kansas 
was a slave Siate. 
l repudiate it for myself. 1 am willing to see 
free and slave States come in equally, when they 
come in with republican constitutions. I believe 


they ought not to be admitted without a popula- || 


tion equal to the ratio of representation, 
But | would not extend that rule to Oregon, 
because we did not extend it to Kansas; and it 


was not intended,in my judgment, that it should | 


| Mr. MILLSON. That would hardly be fair 


be extended to States that Lad already applied to 
come in and were knocking for admission at the 
doors of Congress. And, sir, I am willing to 


constituency will approve it; Kentucky will ap- 
prove ut. By it | prove that | know no sectional- 
ism. | cannot go to the extreme of some of my 
/southern friends, Ido not believe that slavery 
is so likely to destroy this country as corruption, 
as centralization, as consolidation. There is the 
source of my great fear. I would like to see the 
expenditures of this Gevernment reduced to that 
which but ten years ago was regarded as entirely 
ample. ‘They can bear that reduction. 
| always thought it was a great error in the 
great men who wrote—in defense of the Constitu- 
tion when it was framed—those essays now pub- 
lished under the name of The Federalist. When 
they conceded the great powers of this Govern- 
meat, they did it honestly—from a patriotic zeal 
to have that Constitution adopted; and they were 
led naturally into the error; because the Articles 


As her adopted son, I revere her devo- | 


The exactions of | 
the Constitution must find a prompt acquiescence | 


I repudiate it for Kentucky; || 


|| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 


| 


|| gcratic party ef the South—who have not been 


|| able to see that their duty would permit them to 
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| graves, and see that the rights of the States are 
practically repudiated, and every day crushed 
| the mastodon of consolidation; when a Viliated 
| and cormorant thirst for public plunder ean be 
only satisfied by a prostitution of the purposes of 
the General Government, by the increase of offices 
and patronage; when we have agricultural Patent 
Office Reports, Mechanical Reports, and now av. 
ricultural colleges, with compensation and ae 
diem to its members, they would ask themselves 
‘*is it possible that the human intellect can un. 
dertake to justify all these things, under a Goy. 
ernment which we supposed, when we founded 
it, was one of limited powers, and confined to its 
/enumerated powers, supposed to be essential to 
the mutual defense and preservation of these soy. 
ereign States, who parted with only so much of 
their sovereignty as was necessary for effecty- 
ating the objects of their union? ’’ It was then 
_ the centrifugal, and it is now the centripetal, power 
that threatens us. 

There is but one remedy for all this. As lone 
as you have protective tariffs, and large surpluses 
in the Treasury, there is always an incentive to 
corruption and extravagance. Let us all come 
back, and, by a State-rights, orthodox construc- 
tion, bring back the operation of the Federal 
Government to its original design. Let us con- 
strue it strictly, then, and endeavor to restrain the 
General Government from every power which is 
/not legitimately conferred by the Constitution, 
I believe, if we can cut off all the extravagances 
of the Government, stop all those bounties to par- 
ticular classes which are a tax upon all the pro- 
ducers, and reduce the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment to the smallest sum upon which it can 
be carried on, the Government is safe. 

1 am not a sectional man, though I always 
\| cling to the section in which I was born, and in 
which I expect to dive and die; but I repudiate 
the idea of the Virginia strict construction and 
States-rights principles, when properly illus- 
ar carried out, as looking todisunion. I 
think they bear transplanting, and become more 
»ractical in Kentucky; and I am pained to see any 
Renetenatien from the Old Dominion voting 
against Oregon, and thereby giving aid and com- 
'| fort to theenemy, who will attempt to show that, 
_ while they could vote for Kansas without the pop- 
| ulation, as a slave State, they cannot admit Or- 
| egon because itis free. Admit the injustice of 
| the argument, and its want of truth; we have 
| heard it used already on this floor, and it will be 
| 


| continued to be used for the purpose of sectional 
excitement. I hope that every southern man will, 

|| by his vote, contradict such a charge. 

|| Mr. MILLSON obtained the floor. 

| Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Will thegentleman 

| give way for a motion that when the House ad- 

journs itadjourn to meet to-night at seven o’clock? 

|| Many members have left, intending to return at 

| that time, and continue this debate. 

The SPEAKER. 

| tain the motion by unanimous consent, 

I object. 

| Mr. CLAY. If the gentleman from Virginia 

|| will yield, I will move that the House do now 

adjourn. 


The Chair can only enter- 


to the gentlemen who desire to speak to-day on 


|| this bill. 
stand to the day of judgment upon this vote, My | 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If we adjourn now 


| there will be no further discussion allowed. There 


‘are others who desire to speak. 
, Mr. CLAY. 1 will not press my motion. De- 


|| bate, however, does not close until twelve o’clock 


| to-morrow. 
| Mr. MILLSON, Mr. Speaker, I had not in- 
| tended to take part in this debate; and, if I had 
| consulted my private feelings, 1 should still re- 
| frain from any participation in the discussion of 
| this question. But, sir, allusions have been fre- 
/ quently made. to the position of gentlemen, of 
whom I am one; and complaints have been urged 
that those gentlemen from the South—of the Dem- 


vote for the admission of Oregon, have been acting 
somewhat ungraciously towards those northern 


|| Democrats, who, as it issaid, at our insiance and 


of Confedesation had failed, fcom the weakness of || to promote our interests, united with us in the 
the Government. They believed that the State || attempt to introduce Kansas into tho Union asa 
|| slave State. 


now, it should receivea favorable support at their || Ps would be too streng for the Federal 


hands. The alien suffrage feature of 


is bill was || 


ntling. But now, if they could rise from their i 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have risen more for the 
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purpose of assigning for myself and for others 
who agree with me, the special reasons which 
have brought us to the conclusion at which we 
have arrived, than with any view, or hope, or ex- 


pectation, that any impression could be made | 


upon the minds of gentlemen in this Hall. I stand 
now, where I stood for years, in reference to this 
question of the admission of Oregon. Four years 
ago, and again two years ago, I opposed, by vote 
and by argument, the passage of the bill propos- 
ing to authorize the people of Oregon to make a 
Siate constitution, with a view to admission into 
the Union. I did so simply and exclusively on 
the ground of the absence of the requisite popu- 
lation then. That objection remains now, and it 
is the only objection | propose to mak@ihe sub- 
jectof pemark. In the speech which I made a year 
or two ago, in reference to the Kansas question, 
] distinctly stated my own conviction that it was 
not the province or the privilege of Congress to 
jmspect a State constitution, and that we could not 
judicially or officially know what any State con- 
stitution contained. 


Mr. BOWIE. Upon what authority, judicial | 


or official, does the gentleman assume that Ore- 


gon has not the requisite population? The gen- | 


tleman assumes a fact which is not true. 


Mr. MILLSON. I could with much more pro- | 
priety ask the gentleman how he knows that there | 


are ninety-three thousand inhabitants? 


Mr. BOWIE. They assert so, and the gentle- | 


man has no proof to the contrary. 
Mr. MILLSON. There should be affirmative 
roof, 
Mr. BOWIE. Not at all. 
Mr. MILLSON. I decline to yield for further 
interruption, It was to the very point of insuf- 


ficiency of population that I rose to address the || 


House. In 1854,in a discussion between the 


Delegate from Oregon and myself, he expressed | 
the opinion that there were then sixty or sixty- | 


five thousand inhabitants in Oregon, and his de- 
cldration was that the population of Oreggn in- 
creased so rapidly that no census could bée*Pelied 
upon, because in the interval between the taking 
of the census and its transmission to Washing- 
ton, there would be an increase of perhaps five 
thousand votes. 


doubt, most conscientiously supposed it to be 


about sixty-five thousand in 1854, but the census | 


disclosed the population to be only forty-three 
thousand one year afterwards. He also said, at 
that time, that the vote given at the election the 
ree before was about eight or nine thousand. 

ast year the vote was only ten thousand, and if 
we adopt that as the basis of calculation, it would 


reduce the population of Oregon at this day to less | 


than forty-five thousand. 

Mr. CLAY. Will my friend from Virginia 
allow me to ask him a single question? 

Mr. MILLSON. . Certainly, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to know whether my friend 
from Virginia considers it essential, absolutely 
essential, thata State should have the exact num- 
ber of ninety-three thousand four hundred people 
before she is admitted into the Union? 


Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, the admission | 
of States into this Union is a question of high 


congressional discretion; and if that discretion be 
abused, it is as competent to admit a State with 
a population of five. thousand, as it is competent 
exclude a State with a population of five mil- 
ion. 


Mr. CLAY. | would like to ask my friend from | 


Virginia, with his permission, one other qiestion. 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 yield to the gentleman for 
that purpose. ; 

Mr. CLAY. Itis this: whether, in his opinion, 
when a State presents herself at the doors of Can- 
gress, knocking for admission, with ‘all the evi- 
dence upon the question of population in favor 
of her having swfiicient, but with some doubt on 
the question, it is not wiser for the statesmen of 
this body to give that State the benefit of that 
doubt, rather than to exclude her? 

Mr. MILLSON. I will answer the gentleman 


thus: I am not one of those progressive Demo- | 


crats who look with complacency upon the ex- 
pansion of our territory, and the multiplication 
of the States of the Union. Sir, I look with 
alarm, with apprehension, and even with dread, 
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Well, sir, the very next year, | 
notwithstanding this supposed large increase, the | 
census ascertained the population to be only forty- | 
three thousand. The gentleman from Oregon, no | 





'| tiplication of new States. 


}| sion to the day when we may have a hundred | 


larger and more unwieldy assembly than the 


| States, and when, perhaps, the Senate will be a | 


House of Representatives. When we mustadmit | 


new States, [ yield tothe necessity, but I will not 
run to meetit. Prove to me that a Territory con- 
| ta#ns a population equal to the ratio of represent- 
ation upon this floor, and then, reluctantly, I will 
give my vote for its admission. But I say I do it 


if 


|| pen from the expansion of our Union to so great 
|| an extent. 


| reluctantly, because nostatesman can contemplate | 
|, without serious alarm the results which may Hap- | 
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| to the possible consequences of the indefinite mul- || 
I look with apprehen- | 


If we did not fall to pieces from our | 


|, own weight, we should, at least, expose our fed- | 


|| erative system to a severe trial. 

I, sir,am not at all moved by the considerations 
alluded to by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Stevenson.] | am not acting either in a sectional 
or a partisan capacity. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [I did not intend to in- 
clude my friend from Virginia. 

Mr. MILLSON. Reference was made just now 
by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. vi 
to the ungrateful attitude in which he suppose 


of Oregon. All I have to say in relation to that 


server of passing events who did not know that 
|| Kansas would have been an unfriendly State, 
| while Oregon will perhaps be a friendly one; and 


North. Who was unaware of the complexion of 
the people of Kansas? Who was ignorant of the 


tutions of the South? The gentleman, then, in- 


given us credit for magnanimity. 


f! Bion of Oregon, except upon the adoption of the 
}} amendment moved by the gentleman from South 


| ciple that we ought not, in the mere pursuit of 
temporary and fugitive advantages, to sacrifice 
important principles. Sir, this introduction of 
new States, this creation, this manufacture of 
new States with reference to any particular emer- 
gency in public affairs, is something like the cre- 
ation of new peers in the British House of Lords 


which the sovereign may desire to accomplish. 
I will have none of it. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope my friend from Virginia 
| does not mean to say that gentlemen on his side 
| of the House, gentlemen born in the same State 

in which he was born, gentlemen descended from 
|| those who were born in the same State where he 
| was born, gentlemen who are guided by the same 
principle which the great statesman of his State 
|, ennunciated—I refer to Mr. Madison and his 
opinion in the Tennessee case; I say, I hope that 
my friend from Virginia does not impute to them 
partisan motives which he has for himself dis- 
claimed. 

Mr. MILLSON. I can only sayI do not per- 
ceive the application of the gentleman’s remarks. 


Mr. CLAY. 





that the motives which actuated gentlemen in 
reference to the admission of Oregon into the 
| Union was a motive based upon partisan grounds, 
|| because Oregon might be either Democratic or 
Republican; that gentlemen were to be governed 
by the fact in the votes they might cast. That 
was the line of the argument. 

Mr. MILLSON. I will say generally, for the 
satisfaction of the gentleman, that such an impu- 
tation was not in my heart, and | do not know 
| that it was in my words; and:I think, if the gen- 
| tleman will hereafter consult the report of my 
remarks, he will not find it there. It suffices to 
say that 1 am not in the habit of imputing im- 
ahs ¥e motives to anybody in this Hall, and 
| nothing was further from my intention than to 
imply that any gentleman would be influenced by 
any unworthy or improper motive, in casting the 
| vote he should give. 

I am discussing the question upon the views 
which suggested themselves to my own mind, 
without designing to reflect upon any one. I speak 





|| Carolina, [Mr. Bonnam,] I do it upon the prin- | 


I can explain, if the gentleman | 
will permit me. My friend was going on to argue || 


989 


for myself, and say that, in voting for or against 
Oregon, we should not yield to such considerations 
as sometimes induced a new creation of peers; and 
surely a disclaimer of any such motive upon my 
part cannot be regarded as an ascription of such 
motives to others. 

Mr. LAMAR. As I wnderstand the gentle- 
man, he is making the insufficiency of the popu- 
lation of Oregon his chief groand of o jection to 
the admission of that Territory as a State. [ 
would merely inquire if Kansas was not subject 
to the same objection at the time the gentleman 
cast his vote in favor of her admission ? 

Mr. MILLSON. Whether Kansas was or was 
not subject to that objection, I really do not know. 








There was no evidence before us of the popula- 


tion of Kansas; but if the gentleman recollecte, 


| and I presume he does not, the remarks I made 


southern men placed themselves in urging the ad- | 
mission of Kansas, and repelling the admission | 


is, that he must have been a very inattentive ob- | 


that, in urging the admission of Kansas into the | 
| Union, we were even making concessions to the | 


fact that the State of Kansas, when brought into | 
the Union, would be no ally or friend of the insti- | 


stead of taxing us with ingratitude, should have | 


tl ‘ In refusing now to give my vote for the admis- | 


for the purpose of carrying a favorite measure | 





|| ington. 


upon the Kansas bill,a year ago, he may remem- 
ber that I then said that there were peculiar rea- 
sons persuading us to admit Kansas into the 
Union, and they were these: that both Houses 
of Congress had at different times passed a bill 
for the admission of Kansas into the Union; that 
the people of*Kansas, perceiving that there was 
a very large majority of both Houses of Congress 
in favor of their admission into the Union, had 
regarded, and justly regarded, that as an intplied 
pledge that if they should form a constitution and 
apply to Congress for admission, they would be 
admitted; that, having submitted a constitution 
made almost with the assent of Congress, both 
Houses having at separate times indicated their 
willingness that she should come int» the Union, 
it would be unjust to the people of Kansas to re- 
fuse admission upon the ground of insufficiency of 
population; for they might justly say, ** Why did 
yOu consent to passa bill providing for our ad- 
mission into the Union, if you intended at last to 
refuse it upon the ground of insufficient popula- 
tion?’’ Therefore, it was right that this objection 
should not be urged; but, if they should themselves 
decline to come into the Union upon the terms 
proposed in the English conference bill, they could 
| not afterwards complain if we required them to 
have a sufficient population before framing an- 
other constitution or making a new application, 
because that bill gave them notice of our purpose 
to require It. 
Mr. LAMAR. My object was not to impeach 
the gentleman’s consistency. His argument in 
favor of Kansas is, no doubt, in perfect harmony 
with his argument against Oregon. My object 
was to bring the gentleman to this point; and his 
reply to me has obviated the necessity of any fur- 
ther inquiry; that even in this view, there may 
be considerations of sufficient weight to overcome 
the objection which he now urges to the admis- 

sion of Oregon; that is, we may not only waive 

the objection as to the insufficiency of population, 
| but a state of things may arise in which it be- 
comes neither necessary nor important (even asa 
matter of discretion) to inquire into the facts. In 
other words, he does not insist, in all cases, upon 
the indispensability of a given popflation. 

Mr. MILLSON. Certainly not. 

When I said I objected to the indefinite increase 
of new States, the House will readily perceive 
that I referred to the power of Congress to mul- 
tiply States indefinitely; and it may be, in worse 
times than the present, for very unworthy pur- 
poses. You may divide and subdivide your Lerri- 
| tories, and out of them you-may manufacture an 

infinite number of States. Who can say what will 


|| be the condition of our Union if sueh a state of 


things should arise? Already out of the Territory 
of Oregon we have made two—Oregon and Wasli- 
And what is now proposed to be done ? 
You withdraw the State of Oregon from the Terri- 
| tory of Oregon; and you annex, by this very bill, 
a portion of the Territory of Oregon to the Tern- 
| tory of Washington; and who can tell but that 
| the Territory of Washington itself may be divided 
| and subdivided, at some future time, until a large 
| number of States may be manufactured in that 
quarter also? Does not this furnish just cause of 
alarm? I do not want to see States with a larger 
| representation in the Senate than in the House. 
| In yielding to the application of States with that 
| population which would give a member upon the 

floor of this House, we make a liberal and mag- 
| nificent concession to those States. They are 
| then placed upon the ees: the States of New 

York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, which, with no 
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more Senators than these smal] States, have thir- 


ty-odd or twenty-odd Representatives. 
Mr. CLAY. How with Delaware and Rhode | 


Island ? || 


Mr. MILLSON. They were original repub- | 
lics; not manufactured by Congress, but coming | 
into this Union as sovereigns, and before the | 
formation of our Constitution. 

Mr. CLAY. I would inquire of the gentleman | 
whether he considers it within the power of Con- | 
gress to create or manufacture any State? 

Mr. MILLSON. No, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. They can only admit. 

Mr. MILLSON. That was only a careless ex- 
pression, for if there is any doctrine I hold more 
tenaciously than any other, it is that a State can- 
not be samnbanered Ge Congress. I should not 
willingly consent that any one should attribute to 
me any such monstrous solecism in politics, as 
that. No man would attribute to me any such 
monstrous solecism as that. But whilea State takes | 
upon itself a sovereign character, not from any act 
of Congress, but from her own act, it is stil] true 
that the independence of such State must be rec- 
ognized by Congress, before itcan enter the Union; 
and to that extent its position among the powers 
of the earth,‘as a sovereign State, is the act of | 
Congress; or results at least from the act of Con- 
gress. 

I trust that I feel myself above sectional or par- | 
tizan considerations in my.present opposition to 
this measure. The people of Oregon have asked | 
that an enabling act should be passed. At two | 
different Congresses was the question brought up 
for consideration, and at two different Congresses 
has the application been refused. At the Thirty- 
‘Third Congress the bill was laid upon the table 
by a large majority of the Senate. They knew | 
that the application was postponed because of | 
their deficiency of population. Efforts were made 
to remove that objection by authorizing the taking 
ofacensus. It is not to be persumed that, under 
the circumstances, the census taken would under- 
rate the population. Yet after this application has | 
been twice refused by Congress, they form acon- | 
stitution and government in spite of that refusal; | 
and, without giving any further information as to | 
the number of inhabitants in this new State, they 
ask admission into the Union. 

I am ready, sir, to admit them into the Union | 





when they come up to the principle of the Eng- 
lish conference bill; but I do not refer to that pro- 
vision as obligatory upon Congress. Of course it 
is not obligatory upon Congress. It is but the dec- 
laration by Congress of what is proper in the in- 
dividual case. I believe it proper, in that case; 
and, except for very strong reasons, it ought to | 
be applied to all others. I see no justification for. 
departing from that principle in the present case; 
and I cannot, therefore, vote for the admission of 
Oregon. The application of a State is always | 
an appeal to the discretion of Congress, and each 
Congress must judge for itself. I regard, how- | 
ever, the provision of the conference bill, as to 
population, as containing a wholesome and sound 
principle. It was, te me, one of the strongest rec- 
ommendations to vote forthat bill. J donot want 
our northern friends to abandon that principle; | 
and I think we are furnishing them a justification 
for doing 80, or at least an excuse, by ourselves 
abandoning it in the case of Oregon, and consent- | 
ing to admit her as a State without having that | 
population which, in the English bill, was sup- | 
posed to be necessary in the case of Kansas. Let} 
them be put upon the same footing. | am for 
equality. . 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I | 
desire to give the reasons which influence me in | 
the vote I shall give on the pending proposition. 
I shall vote for the admission of Oregon, with her 
constitution as it now stands. While I am in fa- 
vor of the political sentiment incorporated in the 
English conference bill, that no Territory shall 
hereafter be admitted as a State that has not a || 
population to entitle it to one Representative upon | 
this floor, yet | do not consider that that affords | 
any reason why I shall vote against Oregon. At | 
the time of the adoption of the conference bill, the | 
admission of Oregon was a cotemporary question. | 
The Oregon bill was pending before the Senate | 
before the provision I have referred to was incor- || 
porated into the English bill; and I take it, sir, |, 
it was not intended that that provision should be | 
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of the bill to show it was the intention of its 
makers to give it a retroactive effect. It certainly \ 
was not intended to operate upon a then pending |) 
question. 
Taking that view, then, although I am in favor || 
of that provision in the English bill for the time | 
to come, yet I insist it does not apply to the case | 
of Oregon. 1am aided in coming to this concw- | 
sion by the action of others who were not only 
concerned in drafting the English conference bill, 
but in voting for the passage of the Oregon bill. 
I did not vote for this conference bill, for I was 
| not present at its passage; but when I returned 


here, I stated that if I had been, I would have 
done so. I certainly did not look upon it as ap- 
plying to Oregon. I find that, although that bill 
was passed by the Senate on the 30th of April, 
+ on the 18th of May following, Senators who voted 
for it and advocated its adoption, voted for the 
admission of Oregon with her present constitu- 
tion; and I take it that the rule of law apply- 
ing to the construction of statutes is applicable in 
this case. Weare to take the opinions of the 
men who were cotemporary with the adoption of 
the measure. Then, for the reason I have stated, 
that provision of the conference bill does not ap- 
ply to the admission of Oregon; and I would not 
feel myself justified in voting against her admis- 
sion even if she had not the required ninety-three 
thousand four hundred and twenty of population. 
The most of the Senators who voted {or the con- 
ference bill, also voted for the admission of Ore- 
gon, although ey were aware her population 
was not equal to the standard of the conference | 
bill. Every man here who voted for the confer- 
ence bill knew she had not ninety-three thousand | 
four hundred and twenty population; and, as I 
voted for a State with a constitution recognizing | 
slavery, I cannot now vote against a State, under 
similar circumstances, that has a constitution pro- 
hibiting slavery. 

But there is another reason which influences me 
to vote for the admission of Oregon. Even if 
believed that the provision of the English bill ap- 
plied to Oregon, T woald still sap persochy Jest 
fied in voting for heradmission. We are not lim- 
ited to any specific mode of proof in ascertaining 
any given fact; and the testimony before the House 
convinces me, beyond all possible question, that 
Oregon now possesses the requisite population to 
entitle her to a Representative on this floor. We 
have first the testimony of the Delegate, whose 
veracity, | apprehend, no person will question; 
one who has ample means of ascertaining the pop- 
ulation of the Territory. On his official obligation 
and honor he assures the House, that, from the 
information which he possesses, based on observ- 

ation, Oregon has now a population of ninety or 
one hundred thousand inhabitants. It will not do 
to insinuate that he is an interested witness. He 
is aman above suspicion. He has bled for the 
honor of his country; and he would bleed in vin- 
dication of his own honor. He is incapable of mis- 





| representation or perversion. But I find from the 


letters that have been read from variqus sources, 
and from official information furnished to the 
House by gentlemen who have preceded me, the 
strongest corroborative testimony in support of 
the declarations of General Lane, as to the suffi- 
ciency of the population. The question with me 
is, am I satisfied, from the testimony, of the ex- 
istence of the requisite amount of population? -If 
I were a juror on the trial of a cause, acting under 
oath, I would not hesitate to decide, from the 
evidence, that there are ninety-three thousand 
four hundred inhabitants within the limits of the 
Territory of Oregon. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I ask the gentle- 


man not to forget the testimony of a hostile wit- 
_ ness, the testimony of the gentleman from Penn, 


sylvania, [Mr. Grow,] who stated two years ago 
at the population amounted to ninety thousand. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Ofcourse. But, 
Mr. Speaker, [ shall not examine in detail the 
testimony on that point; but I say that from it I 
am fully warranted in voting for the admission of 
Oregon, and for two reasons: first, that Oregon is 
not embraced within the provisions of the Eng- 
lish conference bill; and second, that there is the 
requisite population. 
ow, I confess that in casting this vote, I am 
influenced by no partisan consideration. I am 
influenced by no opinion that the State of Oregon 


‘applied to Oregon. There is nothing on the face || will be a Democratic or an 
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, an anti-Democratic State 
I am incapable of casting a vote from partisan 
or sectional considerations. In the votes | have 
given, or any hereafter give, I have looked, and 
shall look only ta what I conceive to be the best 
interests of the whole country; and whatever m 
judgment tells me is for the best interests of the 
country, as wellas the rights of the different gee. 
tions of the Union, that I shall do. 

But the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. My. 
son] says he looks with some degree of horror to 
the expansion of this Government, to the admis. 
sion into this Union of additional States. Wel] 
that event must come. However reluctant he may 
be to see new States admitted into the Union, the 
must infiitably come. I apprehend that there js 
not a man on this floor who does not believe that 
even if there be not to-day ninety-three tlrousand 
four hundred people in Oregon there will be within 
the next twelve months. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have voted frequently for 
the admission of new States into the Union, and 
I do not mean to be understood as saying that | 
am opposed to the admission of every new State, 
I speak of the indefinite multiplication of new 
States. I say, 1 look forward with dread to the 
— when the number of States will be much 
arger than it now is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Certainly. | 
understand that you dread it as a mere political 
question. 

Mr. MILLSON. No; not that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Well; you dread 
the expansion of the country. It must come at 
all events. If Oregon be rejected now, she will 
come back within the next twelve months, with 
the requisite population, and according to the 
gentleman’s own argument, we will have to admit 
her into the Union. Now, if the gentleman per- 
ceives beyond all doubt that Oregon will seek for 
admission within twelve nionths from this time, 
an@ with the requisite population, and if he can 
only hope to postpone for that length of time what 
he c@fisiders an evil, what benefit will result from 
the postponement? None whatever. The admis- 
sion of Oregon within the next twelve months is 
inevitable, and the very objection made to-day, 
although it does not exist in reality, will be over- 
come in the mind of the gentleman himself. 

Mr. MILLSON. If we overlook the principle 
in this, we will have to overlook itin the case of 
other States, applying with still less population. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missiasingi. I am not over- 
looking the principle; I have endeavored to show, 
that Oregon was not embraced within the princi- 
ple for which the gentleman contends; and that, 
even if she were, the testimony would convince 
any man that she has the population to entitle her 
to admission. 

I hold that these two propositions are estab- 
lished, so far as facts can doit. But, independ- 
ently of that, l ask has not Oregon the right tec 
expect her application to be granted, under all the 
circumstances? This House, at the last Congress, 
passed an enabling act authorizing the people of 
Oregon to meet in convention and frame a State 
constitution, preparatory to admission into the 
Union. That bill was defeated in the Senate; but 
at the last session of Congress, twelve months 
thereafter, the Senate itself indorsed the action of 
the people of Oregon by passing this bill to admit 
her into the Union as a State, with the constitu- 
tion thus made. So that Oregon was induced to 
believe, if she asked for admission, her applica- 
tion would be granted.. When she comes before 
this body with her constitution, asking us to in- 
dorse what has been done by the Senate, there is 
no substantial or solid reason why her request 
should not be granted. 

The gentleman from Virginia says he is hor- 
rified at the idea of the admission of new States 
into the Union. He does not like the expansion 
of the Confederacy. Oregon had a right to believe 
that this House, at least, after passing an ena- 
bling act for her, would fot refuse to admit her 
when she applied; but now we find the very body 
which invited her to ask admission, interposing 
ong and urging one reason after another 
why she should not be admitted, none of them, 
in my opinion, being solid or substantial. I do 
not propose, this evening, to discuss the ques- 
tions which have been raised by gentlemen touch- 


‘ing the provisions contained in the constitution 


of Oregon itself. I hold that the people of Ore- 


1859. 


gon had 8 
and all W 
stitutlon | 
nothing 1 
either an 
people 
themselv 
to the 8@ 
making | 
cainst \ 
cording t 
jn color. 
satisfied 
tution as 
be influe 
tution th 
or host 
Mr. € 
tleman | 
jnto the 
in its c¢ 
Mr. ] 
constitt 
Mr. ¢ 

to the 
would 

Union 
tioned | 

Mr. 
fess th: 
right, | 
do not 
voting 
grount 
constit 
admis: 
izes a 
would 
dertak 
oint. 

R Sir, 
Miu 
horro 
is cap 
this € 
ferred 
State: 
Gove 
its p 
State 
uest 
Boas 
divid 
fiftee 
to de 
all b 
evils 
whe 

tion 
app! 
ani 

: St 
that 
this 
Uni 

h 

h 

adr 

ut 

titl 

He 

I 

no 

] 

mi 











gon had a right to make their own constitution, 


I opposition to the admission ‘of Oregon, (This || ~ Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 


and all we have to look to is to see that that con- || speech will be found in the Appendix.} 


stitution 18 republican int its character. There is 
nothing in the constitution, in my view, that is 
either anti-Republican or improper in itself. A 
yeople have a right to discriminate in favor of 
themselves, and against others who do not belong 
to the same caste, color, or race as themselves, in 
making their constitution, provided that those 
against whom they so discriminate are not, ac- 
cording to the laws of nature, identified with them 
in color. I shall not debate that question. I am 
satisfied that the people shall make their consti- 
tution as they please; and I shall not consider or 


be influenced by the question whether the consti- | 


tution they have adopted is favorable to slavery, 
or hostile to it. 


Mr. GILMAN. Do I understand that the gen- | 


tleman would vote for the admission of a State 


into the Union, whatever features there might be || 


in its constitution ? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
constitution were republican, 
Mr. GILMAN. I would submit this question 
to the gentleman in all sincerity: whether he 
would vote for the admission of Utah into the 


Yes, sir; if the 


Union with the institution of polygamy sanc- | 


tioned by its constitution? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Well, sir, I con- 
fess that, as a mere question of moral and social 
right, I should not like to vote for it; but still, I 
do not exactly see how I would be justified in 
voting against it upoh constitutional and legal 
grounds; and if the gentleman can show me what 
constitutional and legal objections there are to the 
admission of a State whose constitution author- 
izes a man to have two wives instead of one, I 
would be pleased to hear it. But I shall not un- 
dertake to-day to express any opinion upon that 
point, It is not important that should do so. 

Sir, unlike the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mixtson,] the expansion of this Union hag#ho 
horrors for me. 
is capable of embracing the whole earth, prayided 


ferred upon it by the Constitution of the United 


States; and it is immaterial to me, so long as the | 


Government keeps itself ye legitimate lim- 
its prescribed by the Constittfion, how many 
States we have in this Confederacy. But it isa 
question that we have to meet some time or other. 
Sooner or later all this vast Territory has to be 
divided into States—whether itis to be in five, ten, 
fifteen, or twenty years, is not a question for-me 
to determine. Sooner or later this territory must 
all be admitted into the Union as States; and if 
evils are to grow out of it, the only question is, 
whether those evils are to fall upon this genera- 
tion, or upon our posterity. But because some 
apprehensions may be felt upon the subject of ex- 
pansion, I shall certainly not be induced to reject 
a State that comes here with all the qualifications 
that are required by the Constitution and laws of 
this country to entitle her to admission into the 
Union. ; 

Mr. MILLSON. Nor I, either. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 will cheerfully 
admit all States that come with the requisite 

ualifications, because I think they are justly en- 
tutled to admission. I will not further detain the 
House. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. 
man will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. MILLSON. Certainly, sir; I withdraw it. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. It was the under- 
standing with a number of gentlemen who left 
the Hall an hour ago that they would return 
about seven o'clock for the purpose of continuing 
the debate. My senior colleague [Mr. Gippines} 
was one of that number. I desire myself to say 
afew words by way of personal explanation; but 
as debate will . in order until twelve o’clock to- 
morrow, I would prefer to say what I have to say 
in the morning. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that de- 
bate will be in order until twelve o’clock to-mor- 
row under the order of the House. 

Mr. GILMAN. I should like to say a few 
words to the House upon this question. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Iwill yield to the 
gentleman if he desires to go on now. 

Mr. GILMAN then addressed the House in 


I move that the House do 


I know that this Government | 


ALLANDIGHAM. I hope the gentle- | 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM obtained the floor, 
but yielded it to 
Mr. BUFFINTON, who moved thatthe House 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
six o’clock and three minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 12, 1859. 
Prayer by Rev. N. P. Tiruiwenasrt. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD. I present the memoria! of 
Gomez & Mills, manufacturers in the city of New 
York, who represent that they are the inventors 
and patentees of a new safety-fuse train, a recent- 
ly-discovered chemical production, possessing the 


| property of communicating fire to an unlimited | 
distance, at a velocity only equaled by that of | 
electricity, thus superseding the old train of pow- | 


der or match, and that it is particularly adapted 


to military purposes in its adaptation to guns and | 


| other batteries. The memorialists set forth the 


peculiar properties and character of their inven- | 


tion, and describe the processes of experiment by 
which they have brougbt it to perfection. Their 


memorial is accompanied by documents from the | 


War Department, going to sustain the claims 
which they make. Their prayer is couched in 
the following words: 

** [In conclusion, your memorialists respectfully beg leave 
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toinvite your honorable bodies to witness a practical ex- | 


periment of the.advantages of their invention, not only as | 


to all the details of its manufacture, but in its application to 
field and submarine operations, when they confidently an- 


ticipate that its importance to the Unjted States Govern- | 
ment will be readily seen, and the prafer of your ‘petition. | 


ers responded to by the purchase of their right, for the use 
of the Army and Navy.”’ 


I move the reference of the memorial to the 


L || Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 
this Congress will exercise only the powers con- | 


* The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. DURKEE presented a memorial of the 


Legislature of Wisconsin, relating to the claim of 


the State to five per cent. of the nef proceeds of || 


the sales of the public lands within its limits; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BENJAMIN presented a memorial of citi- | 


| zens of the cities of Jefferson and New Orleans, 
praying that Jefferson city may be made a port 


| of entry; which wa&s referred to the Committee | 


on Commerce. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, presented the 
memorial of William McLelland, for himself and 


in behalf of the citizens of Kearny City and Ne- | 
braska City, in Dacotah, and Marietta, South | 


| Nebraska, and Brownsville, in Nebraska ‘l'erri- 


tory, owners of lots, the entries of which were | 
not legally made, praying the confirmation of 


their titles; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWARD presented papers in support of 
the claim of the heirs of David Sturges to a pen- 
sion for his services in the revolutionary war; 


which were referred to the Committee on Pen- | 


| sions. 
‘| Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
_J.L. Broome, a lieutenant in the marine corps, 
praying to be allowed the difference between his 
pay and that of a purser in the Navy, during the 
|| time he acted in the latter capacity; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens 
'| of Armstrong county, Pennsylvania, praying the 
|| establishment of a mail route from Kittanning to 
| Leechburg, and a post office at Centre Valley; 


which was referred to the Committce on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


| 
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of Brooklyn and its vicinity, praying that the 
public lands may be laid out in farms and lots for 
the free and exclusive use of actual settlers only; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Wil- 
liam H. Parker, praying the recognition of his 
rights as discoverer of Johnson’s and Agnes 
Islands in the Pacific; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on the Post 


| Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. No. 543) to facilitate communication be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific States, by electric 
telegraph, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. LVERSON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. C. C. No. 
83) for the relief of William H. Russell, reported 
it withéut amendment. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 508) to establish a national line of mail 
steamships between certain ports of the United 
States and Great Britain, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (8: No. 72) con- 
cerning the conveyance of the mails between New 
York and Liverpo@l, and between New York, by 
the way of Southampton and Havre, and Bremen, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 
575) to provide for the transmission of the mails 
between ports of the United States and Eurepe; 
Which was read, and passed to a second reading. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GREEN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
574) to pay to the State of Missouri the amount 
expended by said State for repelling an invasion 
of the Osage Indjags; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bill and joint resolution; which there- 
upon received the signature of the Vice Presi- 
dent: 

A bill (H. R. No. 576) for the relief of Captain 
Douglass Ottinger: and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 52) giving the 
consent of Congress to the acceptance by Captain 
M. F. Maury and Professor A. D. Bache of gold 
medals from the Sardinian Government. 


GOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolutions; and ask for their present con- 
sideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requested to cause the heads of the various 
Executive Departments to submit estimates of the expend- 
itures for the Government to the Thirty-Sixth Congress 
upon a basis not exceeding $50,000,000 per annum, exclu 

| sive of the public debt, and the interest thereon. 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s second annual 
message as relates to a reduction of the expenditures of the 
Government of the United States, which isin the following 
words, to wit: “ I invite Congress to institute a rigid seru- 
tiny to ascertain whether the expenses of all the Gepart- 

| ments cannot be still further redueed, and I promise them 
| all the aid in my power in pursuing the investigation,’’ be 
| referred to the Committee on Finance; and that said commit 

| tee are hereby instructed, after first See Se and ob- 
| taining all “ aid” and information from the President and 
| the heads of Departments as indicated in the President’s 


} 
i| 
I] 
’ Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a memorial of || message, to report a bill reforming, as far as possible, all 
|| executive officers and members of the Legislature | 
of the State of Wisconsin, ro. the adoption | 


of a system of instruction fort 
| the personnel of the ships’ crews of the Navy; 


|| which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
|| Affairs. 


|| New York and its vicinity, praying that the pub- 


'| lic lands may be laid out in lots or farms, for the 
| free and exclusive use of actual settlers only; 
| which was ordered to lie on the table. 


| Mr. KING presented a petition of citizens of 


abuses, if any, in the application of the appropriations made 
by Congress for the support of the various Departments, 
and which will reduce the expenses to an honest, rigid, 


e improvement of || economical administration of the Government. 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrzprar- 
| Rick in the chair.) It requires unanimous con- 
| sent to consider the resolutions to-day. The 
| Chair hears no objection. The question is on 
the passage of the resolutions. 
| Mr. DAVIS. I merely wish to say that I 
think such action by Congress would be unwise. 
| It is utterly impossible to anticipate the wants of 
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the Government, and therefore jt is improper to | 
fix a limitation beyond which the estimates shall 

not go. If we could determine the service of 

next year, we might also assume to determine | 
what amount of money would be required; but, 

in the contingencies of the year, there may be 

evenis which may require expenditures now un- 

foreseen, for which estimates will be submitted, 

and which it will be for Congress to judge of | 
when they are submitied. It is unwise to attempt 
to fix a limit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator object to the consideration of the resolutions 
to-day: 

Mr. DAVIS. I will not, as a matter of cour- 
tesy, object to the consideration of them; but I | 
merely state my objection to the resolutions for | 
the action of the Senate. I should like to hear | 
an argument on them. 

Mr.GWIN. Are the resolutions before the 
Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GWILN. | move to amend by striking out 
** the Commuattee on Finance,’’ and inserting ** a 


i} 
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that for the residue of this session, they will have 
no time for anything but the appropriation bills. 


_ It seems to me the subject ought to be referred to 


| 


| 
| 


| resolution is put over. 
| near the end of the session that but little can be || 
| done. 
| to accomplish something. 


select committee, to be composed of seven mem- || 


bers, to be appointed by the Chair.”’ 


the Senator from California will prevail. ‘This is 

very similar to the resolution which was consid- 

ered the other day, and is now bung up by a mo- | 
tion to reconsider, made by the Senator from Ohio 
eo Pueun.| I believe tht a special committee 
as time to do much good before the close of this 
session of Congress. The Committee on Com- 
merce has had a bill of reform before it for the 
last month, which has now been reported. That 
committee ascertained that we could, with perfect | 
propriety, cut down about six hundred thousand 

dollars from the expenses of collecting the rev- 

enues. I believe that a select committee, which | 
has no other duty to perform, may reduce thé | 


a select committee, and they ought to go to work 
atonce. Itis plain that the Finance Committee 


can do nothing between now and the end of the 
session. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Is it in order to offer an 
amendment to the pending resolutions ? | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an 
amendment now pending. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment which I think has something practical in it. 
This resolution has been up a number of times, 
and Senators on all sides of the Chamber have 
avowed thémselves in favor of retrenchment; in 
favor of reducing the expenses of the Govern- 
ment; this in everybody’s mouth; but we accom- 
plish nothing. Under some excuse or other, the 
Now we are told it is so | 

| 
| 
| 


Sir, if we are in earnest, let us go to work 
The discussions that 
have taken place in this body, and in the other | 
end ofthe Capitol, have generally been upon small | 


| appropriations; on propositions, perhaps, tostrike || 
Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the amendment of | 


out $40,000 for publishing the Congressional | 


| Globe; or to strike off te mileage of members of | 


Congress—small matters. The great expenses of | 
this Government are for its Army and Navy. | 


| There is where your millions go, and there is the | 
| place to make a reduction that will amount to | 


| 


expenditures of this Government $10,000,000 a || 


year, and not impair its efficiency. 


| 


| hope a special committee will be appointed, || 


and that it will go to work at once, and will probe 
not only the excessive expenditures but the cor- 
rupt practices of this Government; and I believe 
that the Senator from Tennegsee is the very man 
te apply the probe. The Committee on Finance 


have no time to attend to this matter. They have || 


all the appropriation bills before them. They 
have told us that they cannot do anything with 
this matter during this session of Congress, and | 
this subject requires immediate, prompt, and effi- | 
cient action. trust that the amendment of the 
Senator from California will prevail; and although 
my colleague feared, the other day, that this might 
be termed a humbug committee, | propose that no | 
humbug man be put upon it, but that you put | 
working men upon it; men who will take hold | 
and investigate and act; men who do not fear to 


act, and to act efficiently. I trust that the amend- || 


|| expenses of the Army and Navy one half. 


something. The Post Office is bad enough; but | 
the Army and Navy, I think, are worse. They | 
are covered up. We can understand the little ex- | 
pense of $40,000 here for the Congressional Globe; | 
every one can see that; but the twenty-odd million 
that go into this whirlpool for the Army is. sunk, 
and nobody knows where it goes—three or four 
million for transportation, &c. I propose to offer 
as an amendment to the pending resolutions a 


this resolution goes, which [ trust will bethe Com- 
mittee on Finance, to report a bill reducing the 
f the 


| Senate is in favor, as gentlemen say they are, of 
| reducing the expenses of the Government, let us 


instruct that committee to bring in bills reducin 

the expenses of the Army and Navy one half. 
You say that existing laws will not allow it. Re- 
peal existing laws. Whatare we here for but to 
make laws, and abolish those laws which ought 
not to exist? Cut down your Army of twenty 
thousand men to ten thousand, if necessary; dis- 


proposition instructing the committee to whom 
charge the officers of the Navy who are sailing up 


| the Mediterranean with a fine fleet, and stopping 
| at Rome, and at Constantinople, to feast the Sul- 


ment will prevail, and that the committee will be | 


appointed to-day, with power to send for persons 
and papers, and will commence, not to-morrow 
morning, for it is Sunday, although | believe that 
it would be a pious work, but that they will com- 
mence on Monday morning and work to the end | 
of the session. 

Mr.GWIN. Mr. President 

Mr. PUGH. Allow me to suggest that the first 





tan and the Pope. 

Mr. HALE, And getting extra compensation 
when they come home. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. And getting extra com- 
pensation, as my friend fram New Hampshire 
says, when they come home, for the wine they 
purchase to feast those dignitaries. Why, sir, 
we want no Navy except a few revenue vessels 


| to protect our commerce against smuggling and 
| against pirates, if thereareany. A great portion 


of the Army is worse than useless to the country. 
I offer this as an amendment to the pending reso- 


|| lutions: 


And that said committee be instructed to report bills re- 


resolution is notinvolved inthis discussion, which || ducing the expenses of the Army and Navy fifty per cent. 


ee fatal before; and I hope the Senator from 
Salifornia will let we adopt the first resolution, 
and then act on the other. 

Mr. GWIN. 


| 


on Ure estimates furnished by the Departments. 
Mr. HALE. I am pleased to hear the remarks 


| of the Senator from Illinois, for he has followed 
I wish to make this suggestion. || in the direetion which, when I first came into the 


I do not believe the Finance Committee can do the || Senate, | took, and never got anybody to go with 


work; Lam perfectly confident they cannot do it in 
a manner which would be satisfactory to them- | 
selves and discharge their other duties; and I do 
not want the responsibility to be on that commit- | 
tee of undertaking this task and failing in their | 
duty. Lam perfectly willing to vote for the res- 
olution if it goes to a select committee, composed | 
of such a number of Senators as can undertake it; | 


me; but I rise now more for the purpose of an- 
nouncing to the Senate that J have seen in a few 
days, since this discussion has been introdnced 
here, some favorable signs. Since the discussion 
of the great extravagance of the Administration 
has taken place, | see, by the newspapers from 
my own State, that the Administration are going 
ahead of us, and they have begun there, in the cus- 


but I am confident, as a member of the Commit- | tom-house, near where I live—Portsmouth. The 


tee on Fimance, that we cannot doit. If 1 was | 
nota member of that committee, | should not say 
a word, 
Mr. HUNTER. I think it would be manifestly 
impossible for the Finance Committee to do any- 





have begun to abolish some useless offices; and it 
so happens that the only useless office they found 
there as yet—they may find others—was that of 


a Democratic newspaper editor who held the of- 


fice of inspector of customs; and he was so un- 


thing thissession. If this were along session, and | wise, so foolish, and so utterly regardless of the 


we were at the commencement of it, they might 
perhaps be able to do something; but certain itis, 


| 


duties of an inspector, that he actually published 
several articles in his paper commendatory of the 
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| distinguished Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Dove- 
_tas.] It was found out immediately that his of- 
| fice was entirely useless, (laughter and it has 
| been abolished, and his head now rolls in the cute 
_ ter. So, sir, we need not be discouraged. Th, 
work of reform hascommenced; and | hope that 
when the Administration shows this disposition 
to reform and abolish useless offices, we shall yp. 
hold their hands, and let them know that the 
_ have our sympathies ahd our best wishes in abo). 
| ishing useless offices. 
| 
| 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wi 
announce to the Senate, that this hour (half past 
twelve o’clock) has been assigned for the consid. 
| eration of the bill (H. R. No. 550) making ap- 
| propriations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys 
| &ec., and providing for the erection and establish. 
| ment of the same, and for other purposes. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. That bill was assigned for 





| this morning, at half past twelve o’clock, and | 
| hope it will be considered now. I do not think 
_ it will take long. Unless we consider it now, | 
| fear it will be crowded out. The Committee on 

Commerce propose to report no new bill this seg 
sion, This is the only light-house bill for three 
roe. It has received the favorable action of the 
| House, was reported from this committee at the 

lust session of Congress, but at so late an hour 
| that it could not be acted on. I believe it met with 
| the unanimous approval of the committee. 
| Mr. PUGH. I think that is one of the ver 
bills which ought to go to the Committee on Re- 
trenchment, and I hope the Senate will not pass 
it until we dispose of this other matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise for the 
a of making that motion to postpone; but 

will remark, before | make it, that this retrench- 


} 
} 
| 


| 
ment resolution has been up now some two or 
| three times. On one occasion before, it was with- 
| in about one minute of being adopted; but in con- 
| saquence of the announcement of the death of a 
mémber of the other House, it went over. It was 
up on another occasion, and was within a few 
mintftes of being adopted, when a special order 
intervened. It is now up,‘and can be adopted or 
rejected within five minutes. I am in hopes the 
| Senate will dispose of the resolution, which will 
only take two ajthree minutes, and then we shall 
| have-an end of it. 

It seems to me that the resolution contemplates 
all that the Senator from Illinois proposes in his 
amendment; and I suggest that he withdraw his 
/amendment, and allow the proposition to be 
| adopted, either appointing a select committee or 
| referring the inquiry to the Committee on Finance; 
I care not which. I am in favor of this work be- 
ing commenced, and I care not by what committee; 
but in commencing this work, I will say, in an- 
swer to what was said on the other side, I am 
not for beginning with the wafers and quills, pens 
and stationery, of members of Congress or any 
other department; but 1 want this work com- 
ménced in good faith, and I want us to get into 
| the large veins of expenditure. I want the lancet 
| to be put into the jugular vein. Iam aware, as 
| was remarked by the Senator from Illimois, that 
the principal expenditures of all Governments 





have been in the Army and Navy. They are the 
main arteries by which all Governments are bled 
to death; but there are extravagances and abuses, 
as I think, existing in other departments, as well 
as in the Army and Navy, and these resolutions 
are intended to embrace all, little and big; but I 
do not want to begin with the wafers and quills 
and pens. Let us begin with the leading expend- 
itures of the Government, the principal depart- 
ments. Let the work commence there, and these 
little incidental retrenchments will follow as a 
matter of course. I do not make the motion to 
interfere with the Senator from Maine; but I hope 
that, by general consent, the special order will 
go over for the present, and the resolution be 
opted. 
I will further remark, in reference to expendi- 
tures, that a short time since I was in conversa- 
tion with the Secretary of War—lI did not re- 
ceive the information officially, nor did I receive 
it privately; but he remarked to me on the subject 
of expenditures, notwithstanding he was justify- 
ing what he considered a reasonable and a liberal 
expenditure, as everybody is willing to concur, 
he stated to me that if he had a little slative 
aid, he could take his Department and reduce the 
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expenditures at least $14,000,000. -Now, will we 
stand back and withhold this aid? Will we not 
come forward and take the Departments at their 
own proposition, when they say they can re- 
trench? Will we, for this excuse, and for the 
other excuse, eternally postpone the beginning of 
this work? Now, for instance, there is a special 
order of a bill which can be postponed. Letit be 
laid aside; let the resolutions be adopted; and let 
the work begin. I know that a great deal of it 
cannot be done in the remaining weeks of this 
session; but let the work commence; let it go forth 
to the public that something has been done; let it 
go forward from session to session until the great 
result is accomplished. 1 hope the Senator from 
Maine will consent to let his bill go over for the 
present, and let us have action on the resolutions. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish to make a modification of 
my amendment. The Senator from ‘Tennessee 
has indicated a desire not to be chairman of this 
committee; and, therefore, I do not make the mo- 
tion that Ido now, to exclude anybody; but I 
wish to designate whom I think should be the 
members of the select committee. I move that the 
select committee be composed of the chairmen of 
Committees on Finance, Foreign Relations, Na- 
val Affairs, Military Affairs, Post Office and Post 
Roads, Commerce, and Printing—the chairmen 
of the seven principal committees of this body, 
that haye much to do with the appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Committee on Finance 
have not time to attend to it, how can I, a mem- 
ber of the committee? I surely could not attend 
toit. I ought not to be on that committee; be- 
cause, if the Committee on Finance have not time 
to attend to it, | have not the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from California that the 


amendment is not in order, unless the previous | 


amendment of the Senator from Lilinois be with- 
drawn. 


Mr. GWIN. I wish to moe the proposition 


‘I made for a select committee. Lonly modify my 

amendment fora special committee by naming the 
individuals. I suppose the Senator has no objec- 
tion to withdrawing his amendment until | can 
modify my original amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 
the Senator from California modifying his amend- 
ment, so that it does not cut me out. 

Mr.GWIN. Not.at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator can allow me 


to offer mine, and then he can offer his in such a 
shape as he pleases. 


Mr. GWIN. IL have modified mine. 

Mr. WILSON. Ils there a motion made to 
postpone the consideration of the light-house bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 


on the resolution. . 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to have the vote 
taken on the postponement. If the debate goes 
on upon this resolution, | want to say a word or 
two. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee. If the Senate 
will indulge me, | will make a single remark fur- 
ther. There is always a difficulty in the way of 
considering this matter. It would be better to 
adopt the resolution in its original shape; and if 
the Committee on Finance cannot do anything 
during the present session, they can seport that 
fact, and the country will receive their repompin 
good faith, and so will the Senate. 
mittee cannot progress in this-work, how can its 
chairman? The whole committee can, progress 
With the work as well as the chairman;and I think 
you may as well refer it to that committee, and 
save all further trouble about it. 

Mr. WILSON. If the debate is to go on upon 
this matter, 1 wish to say a word. I take it we 
are here this morning with one of those periodical 
spasms that we have for retrenchment. We are 
very much in the condition that Macaulay said 
the people of England were, when Byron lett that 
country for the continent under the burden of 
popular condemnation. He said they had spasms 


63 


|| Mr. DAVIS. 


I make that | 
motion for the present, until we can have action | 


If that com-. 


of virtue; and we have spasms of retrenchment. 
We have been talking retrenchment this whole 
session; and still we have no plan 

Mr. HAMLIN, 
I do not want to produce a conflict here between 
these two questions; and with the consent of the 
Senate, I move, as the light-house bill is now up, 
to postpone it until Monday morning; and make 





Se 
it the special order for half-past eleven o'clock, 
and that will remove all trouble. 

Mr. PUGH. I object to that. 

» Mr. HAMLIN. Well, we will put it to the 
vote of the Senate, and see what the Senate will 
do. 

Mr. KING. I hope the Senator will say twelve 
o’clock. We ought to have the morning hour. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, | willsay twelve o’clock 
on Monday. | do not think this bill will take 

| half an hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ready for the question ? * 

Mr. PUGH. What is the question now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion 
to postpone the light-house bill unul Monday at 
twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tions of the Senator from ‘Tennessee are now be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. We have had, Mr. President, 
during the present session, a great deal said in 
both Houses in favor of retrenchment, and still, 
with the general admission that we can and ought 
to reduce the expenditures of this Government 
fifteen or twenty million dollars, we have had 
no comprehensive plan proposed in either House 
of Congress for the reduction. The chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, during the whole ses- 
sion, has maintained the doctrine that we ought 
to reduce the expenditures, and still when we have 
proposed to intrust to his committee the question 
of making reductions, that Senator and his com- 
mittee have shrunk from the task. Now, sir, L 
think it belongs to them; it belongs to that chair- 
man and that committee to lead in making the 
necessary reductions. If it does not belong .to 
them to say where the reductions are to be made, 
it belongs to them to see that means are provided 


Is the Senate 


to meet the current and ordinary expenditures of | 


the Government. There has been one measure 
inaugurated at this session, and that comes from 


|| the Committee on Commerce, to reduce the ex- 


penditures of collecting the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment. We commenced 
I wouid ask the Senator in that 
| connection, to allow me to remind. him that the 
Gommittee on Military Affairs, of which he isa 
member, have a bill now lying on the table which 
will reduce the expenses immediately $100,000, 
and probably a million in the course of a year, 
certainly half a million, and which | have been 
anxious from morning to morning to have taken 
| up and passed, before the appropriation bill came 
| to us. 
Mr. WILSON. I had intended to refer to that 
‘also. 1 say we commenced aq the last session to 
arrest the extravagant expenses of collecting 
the revenue, and now we have a bill reported by 
the Committee on Commerce, proposing a large 
| retrenchment. I hope the chairmam of that com- 
mittee will get that bill before the Senate at the 
earliest possible moment, and let us perfect and 
pass that bill at this session. The chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs has said that 
| we havea bill before us here, making large re- 
| ductions. It is a good bill, a practical reform, 
and I hope we shall address ourselves to the con- 
sideration of that measure. There are afew other 
| small measures of reform proposed, but noife of 
| them of any great amount, 





« The Senator from Tennessee, in introducing 
this proposition, looks, I think, to the next ses- | 


_sion of Congress. I doubt very much whether 
| we shall inaugurate and carry through Congress 

any great refgrms or reductions this session, 1 
| will follow the lead of any man,who will make a 


| practical proposition for the reduction of the ex- | 


Will the Senator allow me. 


penditures of the Government in any Depart- 
ment. The Senator from Tennessee proposes 
that the estimates shall be made up by the De- 
partments for the next session of Congress, at 
$50,000,000. I like that proposition. I believe 
we can carry on this Government far $50,000,000 
annually. 

I think the first resolution a good resolution; 
one that ought to receive the sanction of every 
man here. Let us require that the Executive De- 
partments of the Government make up the esti- 
mates upon the basis of $50,000,000. Mr. Cal 
houn said, in 1842, when the expenditures of this 
Government were only about thirty million dol- 
lars, that if reform and retrenchment were in- 
augurated they must come from the executive 
branches of the Government; and without their 
coéperation, without their lead, retrenchments 
cannot take place. I agree to that doctrine; and 
I say here to-day, that in these extravagant ex- 
penditures the executive branches of this Gov- 
ernment have taken the lead, both in their recom- 
mendations to Congress, and, above all, in their 
practice in carrying dn and administeting the 
Government. The evidence now being taken 
before a committee of the other branch, when it 
shall g4 out to the country, will show the extrav- 
agance if not corruption of the administration of 
the Navy Department, in a way which will aston- 
ish the nation, 

The Senator from Tennessee says that the Sec- 
retary of War, one of the most extravagant men 
that ever administered any Department of this 
Government, one of the loosest men that ever ad- 
ministered any Department of this Government, 
a Secretary that, in my judgment, has adminia- 
tered the War Department during the past two 
years in a way that has reflected no credit on 
himself or the Administration—tells us that if he 
can have our coéperation, he can make a large 
reduction. Sir, he shall have our coéperation to 
the fullest extent, and I will hold him to a rigid 
accountability; but | have seen no evidence from 
the head of that Department of the Government, 
either in his recommendations or in his practices, 
that gives me any idea that he is-desirous of re- 
ducing the expenditures of his Department. 

1 am in favor of the resolutions of the Senator 
from Tennessee, as he introduced them—the firat 
resolution without amendment or qualification; 
and let us have at the opening of the next session 
of Congress inaugurated a comprehensive plan 
for the retrenchment of the expenditures of this 
Government; and let it come from where itought 
to come, the executive and administrative de- 
partments of the Government, 

in regard to the second resolution, proposing 
that this subject shall go to the Committee on Fie 
nance, Lam in favor of that as itstands. Although 
I know the chairman entertains the idea that we 
can reduce the expenditures this year largely, he 
does not thick we can inaugurate anything now 
in the nature of a large and comprehensive plan; 
but, at the next session of Congress, when these 
reports from the Departments come before us, that 
committee is just the committee to lead, to take 
those estimates, and to carry them out in the legis- 
lation of the Government. I am therefore in favor 
of sending that resolution to that committees I 
do not expect them to be governed by it at this 
session. | expect the chairman of that commitice 
will do what he can to reduce the expenditures; 
for certainly he stands pledged to us to adopt that 
line of policy; and | am willing to trust him to 
that extent at this session; and I pledge him my 
vote for every reduction he proposes to make, that 
can gave the money of the Government. 

I do not agree to the declaration made, either 
on one side or the other, that we do not want any 
Army orany Navy. Wedowantan Army; wedo 
want a Navy; but we want that Army organized 
and conducted in the best and most efficient and 
cheapest manner. Our expenditures for trans- 
portation, | think, amount to some seven or eight 
millions annually. We have a large country. 
Under the most economical arrangement that we 
can have, our transportation expenses, covering 
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so much unsettled and uncultivated country, must | would ¢ompel you again to put them in commis- || 
It is the vast expansion of our || sion and send them into service. 
country and the extension of settlements into the || instead of retrenchment, it would entail vast ex- 


be very large. 
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interior of the country, which have increased im- || penditures upon the country, and inflict injuries 


mensely the expenses for the Army. 
these expenditures have been carried to a much 
larger extent than they ought to have been. I 
think they ean be reduced several million dol- 
Jars; but I do not believe they can be reduced fifty 
percent. Fifty percent is an immense reduc- 
tion—a reduction greater than the interests of the 
service will allow; but I do believe we can reduce 
the expenses of the Army at least thirty per cent. 
1 do believe we can reduce the expenditures 
from $19,000,000 to $13,000,000—a reduction of , 
$6,000,000. ; 

Then, as to our Navy, we have now a small 
Navy. We are a growing people, and we are a 
powerful people. We are the second commercial 
nation on the globe. We wanta Navy,asmall, | 
well-organized, and efficient Navy. I know the 
expenses of the Navy are extravagant, but I do 
not believe you can cutdown those expenditures 
fifty per cent. I believe you can reduce them 
immensely, but fifty per cent. is a larger reduc- 
tion than the interests of the nation require. The 
expenditures can be reduced more than fifty per 
cent. in your naval and dock-yards. The evi- 
dence now being taken before this Congress, 
when it comes before thisgnation, will show the 
most extraordinary abuses in regard to the navy- | 

ards. For political purposes the navy~yards 
fave been prostituted. ‘These extravagant con- 
tracts, this filling up your navy-yatds with men 
not wanted, should be reformed at once, and the 
most rigid system of retrenchment adopted. 

I hope we shall adopt the resolutions as they 
stand. Let us have the estimates for the next 
year. We may have to depart from them, in 
some respects, but they will be great guides to us; 
we shall have practical estimates before us that 
will guide us, to a considerable extent, in our ac- 
tion. Letthe Finance Committee, at this session, | 
krowing the wishes of the Senate, knowing the 
needs of the country and of the Treasury, do the 
best it can, and I will give the committee my 
support for all reforms they may choose to in- 
fugurate. IT hope the resolutions, as presented by 
the Senator from Tennessee, will receive the sup- 
port of the Senate without qualification or amend- | 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I cannot admit either the justice | 
or propriety of this wholesale denunciation of 
executive officers. | think, before gentlemen as- 
sume to sit in judgment, to charge corruption 
and waste and extravagance, they should be ready | 
to lay their hand upon the item. It does not be- 
come a Senator to arraign a high executive officer 


on charges of wasteful extravagance, implying } 
corruption, unless he is able to vindicate the act | 
to which he refers, and to challenge the examin- | 
From day | 


ation of the charge which he makes. 
to-day, we hear this harangue on the subject of 
wasteful expenditure, and proclamation of love 
for retrenchment; but there is not a Senator here | 
who does not perfectly understand that the only | 
way retrenchment ever can be made, is by laying | 
his hand upon the laws, finding where improper | 
expenditures are made, correcting them one ata | 
time, until the whole expenditure is reduced to a | 
proper amount. | 
What, sir, could be more idle than the propo- | 
sition of the Senator from Illinois to cut down the | 
Army one half, without pretending to tell the Sen- 
ate that a single man is unnecessarily posted ? 
Dots he expect us to accept a proposition to dis- 
band one half of the Army, unless he can first | 
show to us that there is a larger number of troops | 
now kept in pay than are required for the wants | 
of the country? Do gentlemen expect us to call 
home one half of the Navy, in order that we 
may reduce expenditures, without first inquiring 
whether the Navy is necessary at the places where 
itis employed or not? This is not economy; it 
is not retrenchment; it is declamation; or, if it be | 
followed by action, it is extravagance; for thirty 
days would not elapse after the disbandment of 
those troops, until you would be required either 
to fill their places with others, or to call out the 
vastly more expensive character of force, the mi- 
litia, to perform the very service which those | 
troops are now rendering. Nor, sir, would your | 
vessels have been dismantled in your own dock- | 
yards, before the requirements of the country 


I think || from which it would require many years to recover. 


] am no advocate of a large Navy; neither am 
I of a large standing Army; and when Senators | 


choose to reduce one or the other, and will bring 


| In statements to show that either or any part of 


| either is unnecessary, then I shall be ready to vote 


with them; but upon this mere declamation for 


| outside consumption, I am not prepared to act. 


Neither am I willing to say $50,000,000 are re- 
quired to carry on this Government.: I trust a 
less sum will suffice; but if more is required to 
perform the duties of the Government, and to 
maintain its honorable obligations, | am prepared 
to maintain it, and no man can lay claim to the 
wisdom which will enable him to-day to decide 
what the next year will require. 

In looking to this question of retrenchment, 
looking at it as a serious practical affair, address- 


| ing it as a thing upon which the Senate did pro- 


pose to act, | have prepared a bill and have been 


| trying to get it considered; but if the time is to 


be consumed in mere declamationgn the blessings 


_of economy, without pojnting to the particular 


item which can be reduced, nothing can be more 
apparent than that, instead of effecting anything, 
we are to end at the declamation with which we 
commenced. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Sen- 


ator from Mississippi says that this is mere dec- | 


_hands upon the spot. 


lamation, and that Senators should bring no 
charges until they are prepared to place their 
Now, sir, | am prepared 
not only to place my hand upon the sp@t of ex- 
travagance, but of crime in the Departments. 1 


havea right, even under his dictation, to charge 
| extravagance and crime. He says that we merely 


make general charges; that we do not place our 
hands upon the spot where retrenchment can be 
effected. 
ument of the Secretary of the Navy, in which he 


| says that he has one hundred and one captains of | 


| says he has one hundred and thirty-three com- 


| on shore-service; but it is perfectly well under- 





the Navy, of whom eighteen are on sea-service; 
and yet there is no place for retrenchment! . He | 
manders, of whom only twenty-five are on sea- | 
service. The average salary of these one hundred 
and one captains is $3,000 per annum, and you | 


|, are paying $300,000 per annum for eighteen cap- 


tains on the ocean. The average pay of the com- 
manders is $2,000 per annum; afd you are paying 

266,000 a year to keep twenty-five of them on 
the ocean. True, a few of the others are engaged | 


stood that you can get better service from civil- | 
ians for shore-duty than you can get from your | 
antiquated naval officers. The object of the De- | 
partment seems to be to find places to increase | 
the pay of these captains and commanders. I do 
not know that the expenses of the Army and | 
Navy can be reduced one half; but taking thes | 
Official document, 1 believe they can be reduced | 
more than one half, and render your Navy more | 
efficient. 


which your revenue has been swallowed up? Look | 
at the official record on that, and you will see that | 
there must be a place toapply the pruning knife. | 


I see, by another official document in my hand, |! 


that the whole expemditures for your military ser- 
vices were: in 185]-2, 88,061,436 

they were $18,614,394 10; and it will remembered | 
by every Senator on this floor, that one of the | 
first acts of thé Senate, last winter, was to pass a 
deficiency bill, granting $5,700,000 for the Army. | 
And yet the Senator from Mississippi declares | 
that what we say is all generalities; that there is | 
no chance, no possibility, of retrenchment. He | 
informs us that he has introdueed a bill, reducing 
these expenses $100,000. Why, sir, it is Ca 
up pebbles from a great pile of rocks. Instea 
of $100,000 it ought to be $10,000,000: and I be- | 
lieve, to-day, an efficient committee can point out | 
the way and the place to reduce the expenses 
$10,000,000 without diminishing the efficiency of | 
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Thus, I say, | duties of their present committees, but of 


|| tions, 


Sir, I hold in my hand an official doc- | 


88;and in 1856-7 || 





_ February 12, 
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_ who have no time to attend to anything but the 


; mem. 
bers who have some time, and that they will take 
hold of the work, and apply the knife to the root 
of this evil; and I pledge you I will show them 
work ae for the first week. 
| Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Michigan, jp 
_ his impassioned reply, goes on to make specifica. 
Now, what are they? That there are 
| more officers in the Navy than the Secretary } 
thought proper to employ in commission. How 
did the officers get inthe Navy? By law; and 
the Senator, I believe, is one of the very men 
who voted for it. Its number is larger than is re. 
| quired in commision. What, then, is the extray- 
agance of the Secretary of the Navy? Leaving 
| them on shore instead of fitting out vessels for 
| the purpose ofemployment? Far better had the 
charge of extravagance been made, if, to keep 
these officers on actual service, he had sent ves. 
sels to sea when none were required. 
Then, sir, he says the expenses of the Army 
| are the great gulf which swallows up everything, 
and he announces the grand aggregate. ‘That is 
not the mode of retrenchment; and when | spoke 
of one mode in which the expenses may be re- 
duced, he says it is picking pebbles from a pile 
of rocks. Pray, whatconstitutes the pile? The 
pebbles. Dollars are made of cents; millions are 
made of cents. It is by gathering these pebbles 
from the pile that you may hope to reduce it; not 
by reading aggregates of expenditure; not by an- 
nouncing, in the same generality before criticised, 
that it is unnecessary; nor by employing denun- 
| ciatory phrases,and terming it crime. If the Sen- 
ator knows of crime, I*say, again, let him bring 
_the charge and-its specification, and let it be 
|inguired into. If the Senatur knows of crime 
committed by an executive officer, it is not only 
his right, as he asserts it, but, in my judgment, 
it would be my duty, if I were in his place, to 
_make the charge and specification, and ask for 
an investigation into it. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator excuse 
me for a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I merely wish to state 
| that I should have presented the charge and called 
| for an investigation ere this, had not the charge 
| been brought in the other House, and an investi-, 
| gating committee appointed there, which is now 

at work. 
_ Mr. DAVIS. 


as 


If the other House is now en- 


| gaged in an investigation before which an officer 


| 18 arraigned, how shall we characterize an error 
| by the act of a Senator who assumes to sit in judg- 
ment during that investigation, and to denounce 
| the person who is there for the purpose of trial? 

I say again, sir, if Senators really address them- 
selves to reform, if their purpose is to do good, the 
only mode by which it can be reached is by laying 
their hands upon abuses, and in such a manner 
as is appropriate to the.character of each abuse; 
seeking to correct it, one after another, great or 
small, until the whole has been effected. If the 
Army expenses are too high, it is not to be learned 


| 


| by looking at the foot of the table and reading the 
How is it with the Army—that great gulf in | 


aggregate. It is to be ascertained by examining, 
| step by step, every expenditure, marking the one 
where extravagance has existed, or where the 
fund has been improperly applied. I am ready 
to meet this inquiry at any time, ready to follow 
| the truth to its conclusion, to retrench where re- 
trenchment can be made, to censure where cen- 
sure is due; but let it come after the proof has 
been adduced. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. IVERSON, I rise to a point of order. 
| I call forsthe special order, which is the Private 
Catendar,at one o’clock, that hour having ar- 
rived. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. We have 
come so near passing this resolution, that I shall 
have to move the postponement of the special 
order for a few minutes, so as to get clear of this 
question. I hope the Senate will act on it defi- 
nitely. There are some things which I should 
like to say, but I refrain from doing so, for the 








the Army. These are no generalities. They are | purpose of having action. At this late period of 
| 


facts from official records. 

I hope that the amend ment, as originally offered | 
by the Senator from California, wal be adopted, | 
and that a selectgommittee will be appointed, not 


composed of chairmen of standing committees, |: 


the session, what we want is action, not long 
declamatory speeches of any character. I move 
to postpone the special order until we can have 





|, action on this resolution. " 
Mr. |VERSON. I hope the Senate will not 
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' ostpone the Private Calendar, which is the spe- 
cial order for to-day. It was postponed yester- 


should be taken up to-day at one o’cleck; but now | 


jt seems it is to be pressed out again by the dis- 


want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact || Mr. YULEE. By way of giving a practical 
| that we have now before the Senate fourteen House || direction to the very eager spirit for retrenchment 
which is manifesting itself in the Senate, 1 desire 
undred and eight Senate private bills, and sixty- | to state that, on Thursday next, I propose to call 


| 

day by gerferal consent on the agreement that it | — bills and fifty-four House private bills, one 
| 

cussion, for everybody must see, that if this dis- | 


five Senate public bills, making in all two hun- | up a bill which was reported yesterday from the 
dred and forty-one bills to be acted upon, and we 

cussion goes on, it will last all day. There are | have séventeen days todo itin. Besides, there 
twenty men who are ready to spring to the floor | are other bills yet to come to us from the House | 
now to discuss this proposition. Do you sup- || of Representatives. 

pose, sir, that a proposition of this sort, involving || The proposition of the Senator from Tennessee || 
the character of the Administration, involving the J is to raise a select committee, or confide it to the 
whole expenditures of the Government, amount- |, Committee on Finance, to inquire into the public | 
ing to $80,000,000, is going to be voted on without | expenditures. Does he possibly expect anything | 
discussion? The very discussion we have had | at this session from such a committee? Can he | 


here this morning of more than half an hour, || form a committee of any seven or ten Senators in | 


Senate Post Office Committee, by which we ex- 
pect to relieve the Treasury to the extent of three 
or four million dollars. I hope we shall have the 
support of the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House in the effort which we are making to effect 
a practical retrenchment now, at this session. 
Mr. HALE. I move to lay on the table the 


| motion to postpone the prior orders. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 hope the Senator from 
New Hampshire will withdraw that motion for a 


shows that if it is continued, it will last the rest | 


of the legislative day. 1 trust, therefore, the 
Senate will do justice to private claimants, and 
will not postpone the Private Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. So far as the 
discussion is concerned beyond these resolutions, 
it has nothing to do materially with the points at 
issue. There may be charges preferred one way 
or the other, but they do not concern these reso- 


lutions, properly speaking. The resolutions con- | 


template retrenchment; their intention is to inau- 
gurate a system of retrenchmentand reform coex- 
tensive with the Government, toapply toevery De- 


partment. They prefer no charge against this or | 


any other Administration. There is an impression 


resting on the public mind, and on the mind of Con- | 


gress, that there has been too much of the people’s 
money expended; that its expenditure ought to 
be arrested; and the proper course is to ascertain 
if there has been an improper expenditure, and in 
what it consisted. For this purpose, let us ap- 
point a committee who will go thoroughly and 
fully into the investigation. If there has been no 


improper expenditure; if there has not been too | 


much money collected from the people and ex- 
pended for improper purposes, the committee will 
report that fact to the country, and the people will 
then be satisfied that the Administration has not 
improperly expended their money. It is due to 
the Administration, it is due to the country, it is 
due to honesty itself, that there should be some 
indorsement of that kind. If the money has all 


been collected properly, and properly expended | 


for the public good, let that fact come from the 
committee, and it will be an indorsement of what 
has been done; but if the money has not been 
properly expended, let the country know in what 
respects improper expenditure has taken place. 
That is what these resolutions contemplate. 
They do not look at any particular Department, 
or at. any particular point more than another. 


They strike out all improper expenditures, be | 
they where they may. They are intended to in- | 


augurate a new policy, coextensive with every 
department of the Government, embracing the 
small as well as the large items. My object is, 
first, to get at the leading extravagances of the 
Government wherever they exist. 

I hope the Senate will postpone the special or- 
der for,a few minutes, until these resolutions can 
be adopted. Why shall we get so near the con- 
summation of a thing, the propriety of which all 
concede, without disposing of it? All admit that 
there has been too much money expended, and 


yet, when a proposition is made to ascertain the | 


fact in the legitimate mode, there is one difficulty 
and another difficulty interposed; a special order 
intervenes now, and another special order on an- 
other occasion, and somehow or other we can 
never get action on the proposition. I hope we 
shall poanene the special order for a few min- 


utes, for the purpose of disposing of these res- 
olutions. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I desire to | 


inquire what is the exact subject before the Sen- 
ate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee, to postpone the 
special order, for the purpose of further consid- 
ering the resolutions presented by him this morn- 


ing. 

Me. MALLORY. The Senator from Tennes- 
see makes that motion undoubtedly with the sup- 
osition that his proposition will not be discussed. 

‘ow, | concur with my friend from Georgia that 
this subject will take up the rest of the day if it 
be discussed, and | am very @nwilling to see the 
private bills passed over to-day, for this probably 
is the last day we shall have to consider them. I 


this body who can give us any satisfactory report 
| on evan one of the Departments, not to say all? 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Allow me to || Mr. HALE. I withdraw it. 
suggest to the Senator from Florida that the res- || Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘There is a fundamental 
olutions can be adopted, and at the end of the ses- || difference of opinion between the Senator from 
| sion, if the committee are not able to make a re- || Mississippi and myself. He seems to look for 
port, they can state that fact to us. The first || reductions to come frem the Departments; I do 
resolution contemplates &ction by the Executive || not. 
Departments to make their estimates on a basis Mr. DAVIS. I did not say so. 
of expenditure not exceeding $50,000,000. That Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not understand the 
|| is not intended to be arbitrary or absolute; but || Senator to say so in express words; but the tenor 
|| we want to lay that dovén as a basis upon which | of his remarks goes to show that he looks to an 
| they shall frame their estimates. If more is re- || examination into the details by which the Gov- 
quired for special purposes, they can easily say |, ernment is to be carried on for a reduction of ex- 
'so; but I desire to have estimates presented to || penses. I ¢o to the Poot of the thing. We are 
us upon the basis of an expenditure not beyond |; told here in the Senate, when we complain of ex- 
$50,000,000. I will here remark that this idea is || travagances, ‘‘ Congress is to blame; all these 
not mine; it was suggested by the chairman of || expenses are under existing laws; the executive 
|| the Committee on Finance himself during the last | officers are not to blame.’’ Now, sir, I think that 
session of Congress. He introduced a similiar ||) Congress has some knowledge of the condition 
resolution then, but it was not pressed. I offer a || of the country 
resolution now embracing the same proposition. Mr. DAVIS. With the Senator’s permission, 
it is, in fact, the proposition of the Finance Com- || I will correct a mistake that I think he makes in 
mittee.. When the Finance Committee suggests || relation to what my position was. It was not 
the idea, when the President solicits investiga- | thatthe reform was to come from the Departments, 
\| tion, when every Department seems to think it | not that the reform was to come from Congress, 
|| can retrench if Congress will come to its aid, why || for I think the action must be joint. There must 
| not let us extend the aid desired ? be cointelligence and cooperation; and a part of 
The Senator from Florida speaks of the private | the details which | think itis necessary to inquire 
| bills,and says that it is very important that they | into for the purpose of reform, is to find what 
should be acted upon. I concede that; but there || laws lead to esumates which are unnecessary, 
are public interests; there are public demands, in- || and on which Congress alone can act, You have 
volving millions upon millions of dollars,as well%| to reform the laws;. you have to modify the ser- 
as the thousands involved in the claims of indi- || vice; and when you have reformed the laws and. 
viduals. If either is to be neglected, which in- |, modified the service, the estimates follow in their 
terest is to be neglected? Shall we neglect the || train. 


€ Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Senator 


/moment, until | reply to a remark that fell from 
the Senator from Mississippi. 





— 


interest of a few individuals, or shall we neglect |! 
| the interest of the nation at large? Which is the || from Mississippi—— _ ' 
| most imperious? Which demands action atour | Mr. IVERSON. I rise to a point of order. 
| hands—a Vote ona few private bills, or a measure The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
| involving the interests of the whole country? | from Georgia will state hts point of order. 

Mr. MALLORY. If 1 were to follow the ex- Mr. LVERSON. It is, that om this motion to 
|ample of my friend from Tennessee, I doubt || postpone the prior orders, the discussion in which 
| whether there would be a great many Senators || the Senator from Lllinois is engaged is not in 
'who would speak on the subject to-day, for the || order. You must confine yourself to the question 
| whole time would be consumed. I have merely || before the Senate; and that question is on post- 
|| brought forward the views which I have pre- 1 poning prior orders. It is not in order, in debat~ 
| sented, to show that this resolution cannot pass || Ing that motion, to go into the original resolu- 
| the Senate without a very considerable degree of || tions of the Senator from Tennessee. 1 ask the 
|| discussion. A Senator rises in his place and || Chair to decide the point. 
| makes a broad charge of crime against somebody || Mr. TRUMBULL. After other Senators have 

| 


| 
| 


| in the Administration. That is to be met. I stand || been indulged for twenty minutes, I trust the rule 
| here to challenge that Senator, in the most open || will hardly be enforced on me. I shall not oc- 
| manner, to produce, under the greatest possible || cupy the Senatelong. 1 wish to put myself right 
‘scrutiny he can originate, one single tittle of an || in regard to the remarks which were made by the 
actin the Navy Department, for which the Secre- || Senator from Mississippi, as applicable to me, 
tary of the Navy is responsible, that deserves || and I shall not take up any unnecessary time. 
|| that-condemnation. Why he should get up here Mr. 1VERSON. | insist on the point of order. 
|| at this time of day, when there is nothing before Mr. TRUMBULL. I submit to the Chair 
|| us to originate it, or to call for it, and make such || whether, after the discussion has been continued 
| denunciation, should like to know. It is en- || thus far, it would be consistent to enforee the 
| tirely unauthorized and unjustifiable; and the very || strict rule. 5 
| investigation to which he alludes, and to which, || The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rules of 
perhaps, allusion ought not to be made while it is || the Senate require Senators to confine themselves 
| in progress, will bear out my assertion. | in discussion to the subject under consideration. 
r: HAYLE. [rise to a question of order. My | It is no easy matter for the Chair to prescribe the 
point of order is, whether this debate is in order, | limits of debate. That is a matter which must 
when the Senate has directed that we shall pro- || generally be left to the discretion of Senators. 
' ceed. to consider private bills at one o’clock to-|| Mr. TRUMBULL. It has been the cystom 


day? | here, L believe, to indulge in some latitude when 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has || a motion is made to take up a question. I do not 
announced that the Private Calender is the first | 


| 

wish to obtrude myself in the way of private busi- 
business in order; but the Senator from Tennes- | 

| 

i 








ness, and perhaps I should have finished by this 
see moves to postpone that and all prior orders, || time if the Senator from Georgia had suffered me 
for the purpose of considering the resolutions || to go on with what I have to say. ; 
which he alkened. Mr. DAVIS. 1 hope my friend from Georgia 
Mr. MALLORY. As [ do not wish to engage || will allow the Senator from lilinows to reply to 
|| the attention of the Senate, but really want private || the remarks | made, in reply to his proposiuon- 
| bills to come up, I give way for them. | Mr. IVERSON. I would very cheerfully in. 
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dulge the Senator from Illinois; but when he is 
indulged, another Senator must be indulged to 
reply, and then another, and another, and so the | 
whole day will be consumed in this unnecessary 





THE 











army now than we did then? Wh 
its expenses have swelled from $9,000,000 to 
$19,000,000? In 1850, the expenses of the Army 
reached a larger sum than it ever had before, on 


debate, which leads to nothing upon the face of | the peace establishment. From 1830 to 1840, the 
the earth; because we know that it is “ all sound | average expenditures of the Army were $4,000,000 


”” 


and fury, signifying nothing.’’ Everybody is 

erying out for retrenchment, but nobody presents 

any plan by which retrenchment can be made | 
‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the gen- | 


|e year. In 1850, they reached $9,000,000. I think 
Congress may judge, with these evidences before 
it, that there is no occasion for so large an Army, 
and I think we may judge with regard to the 


tleman from Georgia insist on enforcing the rule? | Navy. Need I tell the Senator from Mississippi 


Mr. IVERSON. Yes, sir. 


that vessels which we have built at an expense 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Chair || of millions of dollars, have been suffered to rot 


will state to the Senator from Illinois, that, under 
the rule, he must confine himself to the discussion 
of the matter under consideration, which is the 
motion to postpone the previous orders for the 
purpose of considering the resolutions of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will endeavor to do so. 
The motion before the Seriate is to postpone all 
the special orders for the purpose of proceeding to 
the consideration of a resolution to reduce the ex- 
penditures of the Government. Now, sir, I think 
that resolution should be proceeded with, and the 
private business should be postponed for the pur- 
pose of considering it. Its importance is far greater 
than that of the passage of afew private bills. An 
amendment which has been offered to that reso- 
lution by myself, contemplates the reduction of 
the expenses of the Government one half what 
they now are, in two of its great departments. 
Is a great question of this kind, affecting the rev- 
enues and expenditures of this Government, af- 
fecting its mmportant interests, to be thrust aside 
by a few private bills, day after day? To show 
the importance of this question, I think it entirely 
competent on this motion. How can the Senate 
determine whether the matter ought to be post- 
»oned unless we know what the object is? And it 


upon the stocks and have never been of any ser- 
vice to the country? Where is your _ ship 
Pennsylvania, that was built at Philadelphia at 


believes he has been used as a sort of storeship. 
I take it, Congress is the proper department to 


, be reduced, and we want no details about it. I 

am ready to cut them down one half. I believe 
| that, if $9,000,000 was @ sufficient sum of money 
| to supportan army to defend the country in 1850, 

itis sufficient ta-day. The naval establishment 
cost, in 1850, $7,000,000; in 1857, $12,000,000; 

and I believe it is estimated to cost more than 
_ that now—thirteen or fourteen, or perhaps fifteen 
million dollars! 
crease? I know of none; and therefore the prop- 
osition which | made is a specific proposition, 
and I think it comes from the right department of 
the Government; for we are to judge how large 


an army is necessary,and how large a navy;and | 
when we see that our army is so large, that hun- | 


dreds and thousands of troops are employed for 
illegitimate purposes, employed, as I insist, with- 


out authority of law, | think itis time we should | 


reduce thatarmy. When we all know, from in- 
formation which every man possesses, that we 


is not as the Senator from Georgia, even, in stat- » have fleets sailing on trips of pleasure in distant 


ing his point of order, undertook to declare. He 
went on to say that it meant nothing; that it was 
no tangible proposition. Sir, it isa tangible prop- 
osition that is submitted. It is a proposition to 
reduce the expenditures of your Army and Navy 
fifty per cent. on the estimates of the Departments; 
and it was because that specific proposition was 
made,that the Senatorfrom Mississippi denounced 
it as meaning nothing, and he wanted to know if 
we would disband half the Army without inquiry, 
and suggested a different mode of arriving at this 
result. 

Why, sir, I take it that the Congress of the 
United States, the representatives of the people 
and of the States, have some knowledge as to the 
wants of this country, so far as the Army and the 
Navy are concerned; and | differ totally with the 
‘Senator from Mississippi as to the executive de- 
partment of this Government to determine that 
question. I have been contending, since I have 
been a member of the Senate, against what I have 
regarded as the usurpations of the executive de- 
partment of this Government in undertaking to 
raise armies. The power to raise armies and 
navies is expressly delegated to Congress by the 
Constitution; and) we know, or ought to know, 
how large an army and how large a navy we re- 
quire; and we ought to be capable of deciding 
whether the Navy is not larger than it ought to 
be. It is presumed that the members of Congress 


can judge, without any information from the De- || 


partments, whether the one hundred naval officers 
of the highest grade on shore are necessary. It 
18 to bepresumed that Congress can judge whether 
it is necessary to have an army of three thousand 
men stationed in the Rocky Mountains and in 
Utah during the winter. It is to be presumed that 
Cengrese can judge whether the President has 


escort to the Governor, under the name of a posse | 
comitatus. 1 deny that authority. 


quarters of the globe, merely to make a display, 
I think we may well consent to reduce the ex- 
penses of the Navy. When we know thata large 
majority of our naval officers are on land, and not 
| at sea, 
| the Navy Department, introduce a proposition 
‘to reduce the expenses one half, when not one 
| half our officers are employed. 

| Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Illinois has 
| answered a proposition, and constantly referred 


advantage, therefore, of answering an argument 


| had. not. 

He then went on to answer my proposition as 
though he were arnouncing details when he says, 
there is no right to send an army into Utah, and 
states a reason—not the reason, however, given 


judge as to whether these expenses should not | 


Is there any reason for this in- | 


think we may well, without inquiring of | 


| 


| ing of an army into 
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should || The particular vessel which the Senator cited, 
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has generally been considered a bad vessel, a fail 
ure of construction. She has not gone to sea, and 
for reasons which I suppose were justifiable; by; 
not being a naval man, | am not ready to speak 
upon it. The chairman of the Committee on Na. 
val Affairs could probably give information jn 
relation to that particular case. The only other 
particular case cited by the Senator, was the send. 
tah. If they were, as I be. 


lieve they were, sent there £o suppress an insur- 
|| rection in a Territory of the United States, I hold 


an immense expense? Did she ever go to sea? | | 





as though I had made it, after he learned that I | 


by the Executive for sending it there; not the | 


reason Which the public recognize; it being the 
employment of the land forces to suppress insur- 


rection in a Territory, quite consistent with the | 


omete and duties of the executive department. 
fe announces that he judges, from the sum total 


of expenditure, that there is too much Army and | 


too much Navy; and that we have no more terri- 


| that it was a legitimate use of the land forces, 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, we all agree 
that the expenditures of the Government ought to 


be diminished. The only practical question js 


how, at this late period of the session, we are 
oing to accomplish anything before we adjourn, 
think it wuld be utterly useless to uppoint a 
select committee, with the hope of their accom. 
plishing anything at this session; for the reason 
that, while that select committee are sitting and 


| Investigating the subject, the Finance Committee 





tory than we had before; and that our vessels are || 


sailing on trips of pleasure. An army is not 
wanted merely because of the amount of territory; 
it is the requirements in the territory. It is the 


fact that our people have gone into Washington | 


Territory, and there come in contact with sav- 


| age tribes; that they have gone into Oregon Ter- 


ritory, and there come in contac? with savage 
tribes, that involves the additional expenditure. 


ifthose wars are now happily at anend, we may | 


|| expect the next. year to be followed by a very 
any authority to march an army into Utah as an || great reduction of expenditure. I repeat, that it 


is due to the occasion, that the Senator’who finds 
where fleets and armies are unnecessarily em- 


But t wish to eall the attention of the Senator || ployed, should lay his hand upon the particular 
| occasion, and point out the reduction which he 


from Jlississippi for a moment to the expenses 
of the Army. In 1850, they were $9,000,000; in 


proposes to make. 


1857, they were 619,000,000. They have more || the naval vessels are not employed in active oper- 
than doubled in seven years, | know the Senator | ations in the seas where they cruise, that they are 
from Massachusetts tells us that ourcountry has || therefore umecessary. Their presence may an- 


extended, and he undertakes to make an apology 
tor this enormous expenditure of money. 
tell the Senator from tome 


It is no argument, because’ | 


} 


} 


| swer all the ends for which we maintain a Navy, | 
I will || and it is certainly a blessed result if their presence | ( u 
chusettsthat ourcoun- || does effect it without the necessity of conflict. To || a white-washing committee, and will be so treated 


|in charge of the finances. 


| months’ experience and investigation. 


' will have reported all the angen bills, and 


we shall have passed them. In my judgment, the 


only mode in which we can accomplish anything 


for the present session, is to trust theCommittee 
on Finance to make such reductions as they think, 
with the evidence before them, the public service 
will permit; and there is certainly no body of 
men in the Senate so competent, so well informed 
upon the subject, and so ready to act, as the Fj- 
nance Committee. The chairman of that com- 
mittee has been for many years, almost from time 
immemorial to the younger members of the body, 
He is familiar with 
every item of expenditure. For a great many 
years he has-reported all the appropriation bills, 
and with his accustomed vigilance, every item 
has passed under his eye. He knows for what 

urpose every item is appropriated, under what 
aw, and the reasons for the passage of the law. 
Hence, he is better posted on each item than any 
select committee you can appoint will be after six 
I should 
hope for much from the action of the Committee 
on Finance, with the information they have, grow- 
ing out of many years’ experience on all these 
items. I should hope for much from them at this 
session; and then this duty being devolved on 


| them specially by resolution, I should expect that 
to me, though I told him in the beginning of his | 
‘| remarks that Il had not made it.~ I leave him the 


by the next session they would be ready to pre- 
sent a general plan of reduction and economy in 
all the expenditures of the Government. 

Ido not pretend to be able to say in what 
branches of the service curtailment can be made. 
It seems to me that some may be made in the 


Army, some in the Navy, some in the Post Office 


Department. I do not understand how it is that 
the expenditures of the Post Office Department 
have increased so enormously, when the former 


'*policy was to make jt self-sustaining. I make no 


charges; I do not know enough upon the subject 
to specify where the fault is, or in what the error 
consists; but there is certainly some place where 
correction can be applied. I must trust to the 
committees familiar with these subjects to en- 
lighten us. By the next session we ‘ean have 
thorough reports on these subjects. In the mean 


_ time, the regular committee of this session will 


be able to make some curtailments on the inform- 
ation they have aequired in the public service. 
One word with reference to the proposition of 
the Senator from California. He proposes a spe- 
cial committee, composed of chairmen of the va- 
rious standing committees of Finanee, Foreign 
Relations, Military Affairs, Indian Affairs, Post 
Office, Commerce, and Printing. I should have 
great confidence in a committee thus constituted; 
but that Senator must observe, that if he takes 
only the chairmen of those various committees, 
his select committee will be composed exclusively 
of men of one political party; and inasmuch as 
the members upon the other side of the Senate 
say they are ready to specify faults and: abuses 
and extravagance, if we constitute a select com- 
mittee, from which we exclude every one on that 
side of the House, and take only the chairmen of 
the standing committees, who all belong to this 
side, it will be looked upon, though unjustly, as 


try has not been extended since the expenses | postpone it until the evil arises, and then to send | in the coun 
have been doubled. Ts our country any larger || eut vessels, would be merely to incur a double 
than it was in 1850? Do we require any larger |: expenditure, with great injury to our commerce. 


© 
Mr. GWIn, The Senator will permit me to 
say that I was struck with the force of that ob- 
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- ‘ection. It was suggested to me to indicate the || the mode in which they shall be considered. || might be called, or to consider such as they might 
i, select committee by naming the chairmen of the || There is no general rule which prescribes it, and || choose to take up. 
. important standing committees; but I was struck | it is competent for the Senate now to say in what || Mr. GREEN. lL appeal from the decision of 
d with the remark of the Senator from Illinois,and | mode they will consider that business, or to set | the Chair in entertaining the motion, not from the 
it | prefer now my original amendment, and I will | it all aside. remarks made by the Chair, because there is a 
Kk so modify it. Mr. GREEN. There isa rule which says that | vast difference between the two. The Calendar 
. Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President | the bills shall be called, and considered as they | must be called in its regular order when the Sen- 
. Mr. IVERSON. I rise to a point of order once | stand on the Calendar. ;, ate has thus directed by special resolution; and 
; more. I made the point of order before,and the | Mr.IVERSON. That was not the resolution. |) whenever any bill is called. & Motion to postpone 
cE Chair sustained me, but the Senator from Illinois | Mr.GREEN. But itis the standing order of | it, to lay it on the table, or otherwise to dispose 
. violated it. ; || the Senate, that whenever you take up the Calen- || of it, is in order, and a majority of the Senate can 
i Mr. DOUGLAS._ I will surrender. | dar you shall proceed according to the record, as || thus get rid of that bill; but to say that you will, 
Mr. TRUMBULL. | desire to correct a mat- || it stands on the Calendar, unless there be a pre- | by a common resolution, change the standing rule 
ter of fact between the Senator from Mississippi || vious order directing otherwise. | of the Senate, and permit one Senator to stop the 
: and —— I stated that the army had been sent || The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the question || passage-of a bill for whichnine tenths of the Sen- 
to Utah as a posse comitatus or escort for the Gov- || of order submitted to the Chair? ators are ready to vote, is to reverse the order of 
: ernor. The Senator from Misssissippi understood | Mr. GREEN. Certainly. || the Senate, which is, that we shall consider the 
° it differently. 1 understood him to say thatitwas | The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The resolution || Calendar. It is not considering the Calendar. 
: sent to put down rebellion. I have the Presi- || under which the Senate is acting was adopted The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sea- 
. dent’s message before me ; _ || yesterday, in the following words: || ator refer to the rule? . 
: Mr. IVERSON. I rise toa point of order. Lin- || Resolved, That the Senate will 40-morrow, at one o’clock, Mr. GREEN. I refer to two rules. One is, 
i sist that the Senator from Illinois is not in order; proceed to the consideration of private bills upon the Cal- | that no standing rule or order of the Senate shall 
; and | trust the Chair will enforce the rule. || endar, and that to-morrow _ be devoted to the same. be changed without one day’s previous notice, un- 
Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘T wish only to read two || The Chair is under the impression that the || less by unanimous consent; the other is the order 
: lines from the President’s message: || same power which authorizes the Senate to fix a || made by general consent yesterday, that to-day 
“To protect these civil officers, and to aid them, as a || particular day for the consideration of bills, can, | the Private Calendar should be taken up regu- 
. pe comitatus, in the execution of the laws in case of need, || on that day, by a majority, direct the mode in || larly, and considered. The Private Calendar could 
5 ordered a detachment of the Army to accompany thein to 


5 ee = @& 


Utah.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the consent of the 


Senator from Georgia t@allow me one second to | 


make a remark ? 

Mr. IVERSON. I cannot. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Flor- 
ida stated that I brought charges 

Mr, DOUGLAS. Iam afraid that I shall have 
to go on with my speech if others are to speak. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
record that I brought no charges against the head 
of the Navy Department. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield for the private bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded to postpone the previous orders, 
for the purpose of considering the resolutions of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In conformity 





} 


I wish to put it on the | 


|| Mr. MALLORY. 


| which they shall be disposed of. 

That disposes of the ques- 
tion of order; and the motion now isto pass over | 
those bills to which a single objection may be 
made. I trust that course will not be adopted. I 
have been waiting an opportunity during the pre- 

| vious part of the session to bring tothe attention 

' of the Senate the bill reported from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, providing for payment of the 

| claims of the citizens of Florida, who are pro- 

| vided for under the ninth article of our treaty of || states the rult as the Chair understands it. It pro- 
1819 with Spain. This is a particularly oppor- || vides that no rule cam be changed without one 

| tune moment to consider that bill, when the ac- || day’s notice; but the Chair determines that, when 

_ quisition of Cuba is before the Senate for discus- || a bill is presented for the consideration of the Sen- 

/ sion. While we are complaining of the course of || ate, a majority of the Senate can dispose of it. 
Spain, it behooves us to show a disposition our- || Mr. GREEN. Certainly; when the bill itself 

| selves to do justice to her citizens, particularly || is called, they can; but that does not justify the 
when we have undertaken so to do by a treaty || motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
stipulation, which to this hourremainsuncomplied || The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 


not be taken up to-day, but for the fact that the 
Senate thus ordered yesterday; and the Senate 
could not have thus ordered yesterday, except by 
unanimous consent. To-day, however, it is pro- 
posed to reverse the rule, as it now stands, with- 

| out unanimous consent; and to that I object. I 
will not consume time, however; because: whether 
my opinions are carried out or reversed, 1] am anx- 
ious to see the public business transacted. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


|| with. That bill will come up in its order to-day; || ator state to the Chair his distinct question of or- 


| but if this motion should prevail, a single objec- || der? 
| tion will pass it over; and [ know objection will || Mr.GREEN. I will;and I will putitin writing, 


with the order made yesterday, the Senate will || be made. | if necessary. The Senator from Massachusetts 
now proceed to the consideration of the billsupon || On another ground I object to this motion. It proposes a resolution which, if adopted, will make 
the Private Calendar. is quite apparent, to be sure, that a great many || it a rule of the Senate for to-day, that, whenever 

Mr. WILSON. I[*move that, in considering | bills here are so just upon their face, and their || any bill is called, if any one Senator objects, that 
those bills, we pass over those which give rise to | merits are so apparent, that they would be passed || bill shall not be considered. He proposes that as 
debate, and take up only those which shall not | by unanimous consent. There are a great many a rule, which is not now the rule of this body. 


lead to discussion. I think there are several bills 
which can go through without debate, that would 
not otherwise be agted upon during this session. 

Mr. IVERSON. { hope that motion will pre- 
vail, and | should have made it myself if the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts had not anticipated me. 

Mr. GREEN.’ I rise to a point of order. It 
is this: that proposition is to change the regular 
order of business, and therefore requires one 
day’s previous notice. If that previous notice 
had been given, I should have no objecticg. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Itcan be done by general 
consent. - 

Mr. GREEN. General consent will not be 
given now. 

Mr. IVERSON. 1 think the Senator from 
Missouri is mistaken. The order is that the Sen- 
ate will proceed to the consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar. Now we are proceeding 
to the consideration of the bills on the Private 
Calendar, by adopting the very rule which the 
Senator from Massachusetts proposes. Weare, 
therefore, following the order of the Senate. The 
Senate is obliged to devote to-day to the consider- 
ation of private bills; but the orderin which they 
shall be considered is a question for the Senate 
to determine. 


call a bill, and to refuse to consider it because one 
Senator says, ‘1 object,’’ is not considering it; 
and is, therefore, not complying with the order 


made by the Senate yesterday. It is not con- | 


sidering a bill; itis declining to consider it. I 

insist on the regular execution of the order. - 
Mr. STUART. I am ve 

sume the day in talking, and | do not mean todo 


order to consider private bills to-day, and it is 
competent for a majority of the Senate to decide 


reluctant to con- | 


: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- | 
its but I wish to suggest that the Senate made an 


| Senate to arrange its own order of business; either | 


| 


= the motion will not prevail.- 


|| ever, that the : : : 
| If so, { must take an appeal. I desire to know || The standing rule of the Senate is to proceed wi 
| 


bills which have not claimed the attention of the || The rules now in existence governing this body 
| Senate at all, and against which no objection will | say that any change of a rule shall require one 
_ be immediately made, and these will be passed; || day’s previous notice of a proposition of this 
| whereas bills like this that I refer to, which have || kind. 

undergone special discussion at previoussessions, || Mr. 1VERSON. The rule to which the Sena- 
| which are perfectly understood, and in favor of || tor from Missouri alludes is, that-no standing 
| which minorities and majorities are readily ar- || rule shall be chamged or altered without one day’s 
rayed here, will be put off. For this reason I | previous notice. This disposition of the Private 
Calendar is not a standing rule; it is a mere order 
which was made by the Senate yesterdayy and is 
| subject to modification to-day. The Senate could 
to-day, if they thought proper, postpone that 
| There are many small bills on the Calendar, some || order entirely, as the motion of the Senator from 
| of which have passed the House of Representa- || Tennessee proposed. According to the position 
| tives, that, if passed by this body, will be acts of: || of the Senator from Missouri, however, that mo- 
justice, will carry happiness and comfort to many || tion was out of order; because, the Senate havin 
| individuals in the country—bills that we shall pass || determined to go on with the consideration o 
| without opposition. If we undertake to adhere || the Private Calendar to-day, he could not move 
| to the rule of the Calendar in regular order, those || to dispense with it without having given one 
| bills will not be passed at this session. I doubt || day’s previous notice of that motion; and yet the 
| whether we shall devote another day to the con- || Senator from Tennessee made his motion to post- 
sideration of private bills. .Therefore I hope the || pone, anc it was debated and decided on by the 
motion will prevail, and that we shall first go over || Senate. Surely it was in order, and nobody ob- 
| the Calendar, and consider those bills to which || jected to it as being out of order; and yet the mo- 
objection may not be made, and then go back, take || tion was not made after one day’s previous no- 


| r. WILSON. I hope the Senator from Flor- || 
| ida, who certainly generally adopts a very liberal 
course here, will allow this motion to prevail. 


| up all the bills in heir order, and do the best we || tice. The rule to which the Senator refers is, that 


|| can. | = cannot alter or change a standing rule of the 
Mr.GREEN. The Senator is at fault. To 


Mr. GREEN. I understood the decision of the 
| Chair to be; that the rule was, that we should ad- | 
| here toacertain order in proceeding with the Cal- || 
endar, and that that rule could not be changed | 
without one day’s notice. I am fhformed, how- | 
hair has decided the other way. 


enate without giving that notice. The resolu- 
tion setting apart to-day for private bills is nota 
standing rule of the Senate. There is no such 
standing rule. 


Mr. GREEN. I willcorrect the Senator, and 


| I will prove to him that he is radically wrong. 
what the decision was. the Calendar according as the bills are reported. 
| Mr. IVERSON. 


I call for the reading of the 
| resolution. ° 


| cided that it was competent, on this day, for the 





Mr. GREEN. I am not speaking of that reso- 
to consider all the bills.on the Calendar as they || lution, but of the standing rules of the Senate. 
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The Senator from Georgia made a distinction be- || to provide for the examination and payment of I[ No. 325) for thé relief of Mrs. Ann P 


tween that orderand the standing rules; and now, || certain claims of citizens of Georgia and Alabama 


when I refer to the standing rules, he undertakes || on account of losses sustained by depredgtions of || 
He ought to || the Creek Indians. 


to call my attention to the order. 


know the difference if he undertakes to make the || 


distinction. 


changed by a special order. A special order was || 


But, sir, that standing rule has been | 


| 


made yesterday by unanimous consent, and by || 


making that special order you changed the stand- | 


ing rule. This is admitted by the Senator, and | 126) for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 


it required universal consent to permit the prop- | 
osition to be considered. Now, to-day you pro- 


pose to modify that order. Do you not modify | it was the other day. 


the standing rule which would have governed in 


the absence of that omer, and does it not thus 
amount tothe same thing? No sophistry can en- 
able him to avoid the force of this conchusion. 
We want one day’s previous notice to change any 
rule or standing alee of the Senate. Thisisa 
standing order. Whenever any bill is called, any 
Senator can move to postpone, or to lay iton the 
table, or otherwise dispose of it; but that is not 
the proposition now made by the Senator from 
Mocuachanette: His proposition is to change the 
order which changes the standing rule, and’it thus 
amounts to a proposition to change the standing 
rule, 

Several Senators. Question! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state 





Mr. CLAY. That may be passed over. 
JOSE DE LA MAYA ARREDONDO. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill | 


upon the Private Calendar is the bill (S. No. 


atives of José de la Maya Arredondo. 
Mr. YULEE. ‘That bill can be passed over as | 


JOHN HASTINGS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER announced the | 
next bill in order to be the bill (S. No. 207) for | 
the relief of John Hastings, collector of the port | 
of Pittsburg. 

Mr. WILSON objected to the consideration of 
the bill; and it was passed over. 


ISAAC VARN. 


The next btll on eae was the bill (S. | 
No. 303) for the relief Isaac Varn, senior. 
It proposes to require the Secretary of War to | 


nior, of Duval county, Florida, for the use and 


occupation of his ee for wood and timber | 
| ciple has been established b 


cut from his land, and for other property belong- 


ing to him and taken and used by the United 


Mr. GREEN. If it will save time I withdraw | States troops, between the Ist April, 1836, and 


the appeal. I care nothing about the question, 
except to maintain the rules and orders of the Sen- 
ate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw his appeal? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


bill in order is 


Then the first 





the Ist July, 1841, and pay the amount found | 

due, upon competent and sufficient evidence, not 

exceeding five thousand dollars. 
Mr. KING called for the reading of the report 


of the Committee on Claims. 


i] 
|| discharge the duties of the 





i} 


examine and adjust the claim of Isaac Varn, se- || 
|| retary. 


The report was read; from which it appeared H 


that there was satisfactory evidence that the land 


‘|; and buildings of the petitioner, situated in Duval 


Mr. MALLORY. The motion has not yet || county, Florida, were occupied by the. United 


been disposed of. 

Mr. IVERSON, The motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is before the Senate, that we 
proceed to consider those bills which shall not be 


objected to. 

Mr. MALLORY. On that motion I ask-for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 22, noes 12. | 

Mr. POLK, I ask the Chair whether the mo- 
tion that was made to reconsider the vote upon 
the bill in regard to the Missouri land fund, which 


was acted upon on Friday of last week, is not | 


entitled to priority. If so, | wish to have that 


question come up before the Senate as a privileged | 


question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
already decided that to-day is appropriated to the 
consideration of private bills. 

Mr. POLK. The bill to which I allude was on 
the Private Calendar. It was passed on Friday 
of last week; and afterwards a motion was made 
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomps] to 
reconsider that vote. | submit to the Chair that 
that motion is a privileged one to-day. If so, 1) 
call for its consideration. 

Mr. STUART. 
say that the privilege is exhausted when the mor | 
tion is made. 
motion; and that is the only privilege which ac- | 
companies it. It then stands like any other busi- 
ness, and cannot be taken up without a special 


motion. Of course, a majority may decide to take || was before the Military Committee or some other | 


it up; but that would be to reverse the order which 
has just been made. 

Mr.GRBEN. The Senator from Michigan is 
a litde mistaken. The privilege of the motion as 
a privileged question is exhausted; but the bill 
retains tts place upon the Calendar. 
having passed, and a motion to reconsider having 
been made, it goes on the Calendar, and is, there- 





fore, the first bill om the Calendar; and, if nobody 


objects, can be disposed of at once. 
r. STUART. That is right enough. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The privilege | 
extends simply to entering the motion to recon- | 
sider; but when the motion is entered, it takes its | 
place upon the Calendar. 
Mr. POLK. 
first bill called. 


CREEK DEPREDATIONS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill 





upon the Private Calendar is the bill (S. No. 26) || 


States troops as a military post from April, 1836, | 
until June, 1841, and thata large quantity of wood | 
and timber belonging to him was cut and used by | 


‘The Chair will allow me to || 


I ask, then, that that shall be the } 


the troops. 
cattle and sheep taken by the troops, and indem- 


and other improvements, and for other losses 
growing outof the military occupation of his place. 
It appears that Mr. Varn entered upon this land, 


February 12, 


ee 


widow of W.S. Derrick, deceased. aa 
It proposes to require the proper accountin 


| officers of the Treasury to account with and a 
_ low to the widow and children of W.S. De 
| deceased, late chief clerk in the Departm 


trick, 


; 7 ent of 
State, for the time he performed the duties of 


acting Secretary of the Department of State, by 
appointment of the President of the United States 
the same compensation as was then allowed by 
law to the head of that Department, deductino 
therefrom the compensation received by him as 
chief clerk during the same time. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report in that case? [¢ 
so, I should like to hear it. 

Mr. IVERSON. I can state to the Senator 
from New York what are the facts in the case, 
and the principle involved, without reading the 
report. Mr. Derrick was chief clerk of the State 
Department; and in the absence of the Secretary 
of State, he was appointed by the President to 
° cretary of State, 
The object of this bill is to pay to his widow and 


|| children the difference bétween what he received 


as chief clerk and the salary of Secretary of State 
during the time he discharged the duties of Sec- 


Mr. KING. How long was it? 

‘Mr. IVERSON. Not very long. The prin- 
the circuit court of 
the District of Columbiaand by the United States 
Supreme Court in many cases, by both Houses 
of Congress repeatedly, and by the present Con- 


| gress in several instances. 


Mr. KING. 
that capacity ? 
Mr. STUART. 


I ask for what time he served in 


I hope we are not going to 


| debate these bills when they are objected to. The 


He also .claims compensation for || 


rule is, that if debate arises they go over. 

Mr. KING. I wish to hear the report in this 
case. 

The Secretary read the report of the Commit- 
tee on Claims; from which it appears that Mr. 
Derrick was appointed by the President at sundry 


|| times, and performed the duties, as acting Secre- 
nity for the destruction of his fruit trees, fences, || 


| 


| 


| being unappropriated public land, (section twelve, || 


township five,range twenty-four east,) in 1823; in 


1826 or 1827, he erected a house, in which he has | 


continued to reside. On the 31st March, 1838, (as 
shown by the records of the General Land Office, ) 


he entered lots Nos. 3, 4, and 5, of the section, |! 


taining in all one hundred and thirty-three and 


Nos. Land 6,containing fifty-three and one fourth 
acres. The occupancy of the place as a military 


under the preémption act of 1834, these lots con- || 


tary of State during the aggregate period of two 
hundred and sixty-three days. The salary of 
Secretary of State for that time would amount to 


| $4,323 29. The salary of chief clerk, which he 


received, amounted to $1,441 20; which, being 
deducted, leaves a balance of $2,882 20; to which 
sum, in accordance with the precedents estab- 
lished by the action of the Senate in repeated in- 
stances, Mr. Derrick was justly entitled to. In 
accordance with these views, the committee re- 
ported a bill authorizing the proper accounting 


|| Officers to adjust the account, and pay the balance 
one fourth acres; and in 1839 he purchased lots | 


'| post during the period named is shown by state- | 
ments from the War Department, and from the || 


officers in command; also, that wood and timber | 
As to the || 


were cut for the use of the troops. 


amount of compensation to which the claimant is || 
| entitled, the testimony is not very explicit or sat- | 


| isfactory, with the exception of a letter from Gen- 
. 5 . . . * 
| him by the chairman of the committee, in which 


means eXtravagant. 


| dollars — an 
| Mr. SHIELDS. This isan old case that I have || 


| some recollection of. 1 do not know whether it 


| committee formerly, that I investigated it; but I 
| think I recollect the circumstances, and, if I un- 
| derstand the report aright, it is not clear upon 
| one point, 

damage was committed on public land, and not 


The bill || on the oe entry of this individual. 
i . 


Mr. MALLOR 
private property. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I understand he was occupy- 
| ing the land, but had not yet entered or purchased 
|it from the Government when the waste was 
_ committed. 
_ Mr. MALLORY. The report states when he 
| paid for it. 
Mr. KING. I think the bill had better lie over. 
I object to it. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will lie over 
| under the rule. . 


It is shown to be his own 


ANN P. DERRICK. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S, 


* 


eral Twiggs, in answer to inquiries addressed to || 


| 


You have the right to make the || he says he does not think six or seven thousand || 


My impression is that this waste or || 


| 
| 
} 
| 
i 
' 


| 


| 





| 





that shall be found due. 

Mr. KING. | think this bill had better lie 
over for the present. I[t is an old claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, the bill will go over under the rule. 


KATHARINE M. HAMER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 6) to continue the pension heretofore granted 
to Katharine M. Hamer. F 

It provides that the pension of thirty dollars per 
month, heretofore granted to Katharine M. Ha- 
mer, widow of the late Brigadier General Thomas 
L. Hamer, which expired the 3d day of Decem- 
ber, 1856, shall be revived and continued during 
the term of her life or widowhood. 

Mr. PUGH. That lady has been provided for 
under the general law that we passed at the last 
session; and I therefore move that this bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CATHERINE DICKERSON. 


The next bill upon the Calendar was the bill 
(S. No. 326) for the relief of Catherine Dicker- 
son. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Catherine Dickerson, widow of John 
Dickerson, late a pensioner of the United States, 
upon the pension rolls, under the provisions of 
the act of the 7th of July, 1838, entitled ‘*An act 
granting half pay and pensions to certain wid- 
ows,”’ and pay to her the amount to which she 
would have been entitled under that act, from the 
4th of March, 1836, to the date of the commence- 
ment of the pension she now receives, with a pro- 
viso, that if all other respects her pension shall 
be regulated and controlled by the provisions of 
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the ceneral sta@utes in such cases made and pro- 


ded. 
me PUGH. Let us hear the report in that 


case. 2 | 
The Secretary read the following report: 
| 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the | 
resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, in relation to the pen- | 
sion of Catherine Dickerson, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and beg leave to report: 

The case is one which, for a long time, occupied the at- 
tention of Congress, having been reported upon favorably 
four years ago. The Legislature of Lowa, in which State | 
Mrs. Dickerson now resides, have thought the case of suf- || 
ficient importance to make it the subject of a joint resolu- | 
tion directing the attention of Congress to its justice. \t 

The committee, upon thorough examination, fully concur || 
in the viegys set forth by Mr. Williams in his report, sub- | 
mitted t e Senate June 23, 1854, and adopted them as || 

‘ollows: | 
That petitioner, who is now very aged and infirm, is the | 
widow of John Dickerson, deceased ; that said John Digk- | 
erson Was a soldier in the war of the Revolution, (having 
served over four years in said war,) and drew a pension as || 
an indigent”? up to the date of his death, which occurred || 
on the 9th day of July, 1833; that, being ignorant of any 
provision of the law by which she could draw a pension as | 
tye widow of her said husband, she made no application 
for the same until during the year 1853; that she was, from 
the date of his death, in needy circumstances, and, for 
eighteen years last past, absolutely dependent upon charity 
not only for subsistence and clothing, but for every atten 
tion Which her age and infirmities made requisite ; that, in 
1853, she, as above stated, applied for a pension under the 
law of 1838, but, owing to the want of the requisite proof 
of her marriage to John Dickerson prior to 1794, ber appli- 
cation under said Jaw was rejected, and she was, by the | 
Commissioner, pensioned under the law of 1853, passed 
February 3, and after the date of her said application for 
the benefits of the act of 1838; that, believing herself to be 

justly entitled to the five-years’ pension, as provided in the 
act of 1838, to date from 1836, she appeals her case to Con- 
gress, and now prays the passage of a special act instruct- 
ing the Commissioner of Pensions to place her name on the 
rolls, under the provisions of the first section of the act of | 
July 7, 1838. 

This case has been examined with eare,sand the com- 
mittee are of opinion that the prayer of the petitioner ought 
to be granted for the following reasons : 

1. It is proven, by the records on file in the Department, 
that her said husband was a soldier in our revolutionary 
struggle, and was honorably discharged; and, further, as 
appears from his own affidavit, aud the affidavit of a com- 
rade, that he served four years from 1775, and was engaged 
in the battles of Brandywine, Germantown, Monmouth, 
and Stony Point. 

2. It is also of record that he was pensioned in 1829, at 
ninety-six dollars per annum, and received said pension to 
the dgte of his death, in 1833. 

3. ‘The act of June 7, 1832, provides that each of the sur- 
viving soldiers of the war of the Revolution, whogerved a 
term of two years or more in said war, be authorized to re- 
ceive the amount of his full pay, in said service, during 
life. Clearly petitioner’s hushand was entitled under this 
act. | 

4. The act of July 7, 1838, provides that ‘if any person 
who served in the revolutionary war in the manner speci- 
fied in the act of June 7, 1832, (above recited.) have died, | 
leaving a Widow whose marriage took place after the expi- 
ration of his service, and before 1794, such widow shall be 
entitled to receive, for the term of five years, the pension 
to which her husband would have been entitled in virtue of || 
said act,’? to commence on the 4th of March, 1836. There 
is no limitation of the tim@allowed for making applications 
under this law, nor has the law ever been repealed or su- 
perseded. And the only question which can arise of the 
right of Mrs. Dickerson to claim under it is, * was she mar- | 
ried to John Dickerson prior to 1794?” 

5. The evidence that Mrs. Dickerson was married prior 
to 1794, though not of the character required by the courts 
in civil cases, is, in the opinion of your committee, such as 
ought to be received and credited in a case like this, when 
an aged woman, (probably over eighty.) evincing-that de- | 
cay of faculties which age, hardship, and infirmity, visit upon 
all, and removed toa new State, beyond all commupication | 
with those who survive of her acquaintances in early life, | 
except by mail, and sixty years after the event, is called on 
to prove the day and date of her marriage. Mrs. D. ac- 
knowledges her inability even to remember the date of an 
event so important to herself; but declares, positively, un- 
der oath, that it took place three years before the birth of 
her eldest child, who was born in 1796. ‘This statement is 
borne out by the record of marriages and births in the “ old 
family Bible,” a transcript of which accompanies the pa- 
pers, and of the genuineness of which the Commissioner of \| 
Pensions satisfied himself by comparing it with the original \| 
in the Bible itself. . i] 

It seems to your committee that the case of Mrs. D. is || 
sufficiently made out; and that under all the circumstances 
it would be a too stringent administration of the letter of the 
law, intended in its spirit to be an act of bounty, to require 
more in cases of this class. Mrs. D.’s character for truth 
and respectability, as also her age, necessities, and deserv- 
ings, are certified to by gentlemen of the first reputation and 
position. Her tenure of life must, in the natural order of 
things, be almost at an end; and as the claim she now pre- 
sents seems to be founded in equity, and to be well sus- 
tained by the law and the facts, your committee regard it 








both an act of justice and charity to grant her prayer, and 
enable her to spend her few remaining days in comfort. 
They, therefore, herewith report a bill giving hera pension, 
under the law of 1838, from the 4th of March, 1836, to the | 
date of hér pension under the act of 1853, as all the pensions | 
granted under the said act of 1838, for a term of five years, | 
were, by subsequent acts, renewed and continued. 
All which is respectfully submitted. } 


Mr. CLAY. As this bill proposes to give ar- | 


/ ance of his services. 
| 1846, he was appointed by Governor Stockton a 

















rears of pension, | must object to it. I would not 
do so if it were prospective; but as it relates back 
to 1838, I must object to its passage. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Barent 


in the chair.) Objection being made, the bill will 
go over. , 


SANTIAGO E. ARGUELLO. 
The bill (S. No. 370) for the relief of Guada- 


| lupe Estudillo de Arguello, widow of Santiago E. 


Arguello, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

By it the Secretary of the Treasury will be di- 
rected to pay to Guadalupe Estudillo de Arguello, 
widoW of Santiago E. Arguello, late a captain in 
the California battalion, the sum of $14,888, for 
losses of property sustained by him during the pe- 
riod of such service, and in consequence thereof. 

Mr. KING. I ask for the alee of the re- 
port. 

The Secretary read the report of the Committee 
on Claims, from which it appears that Mr. Arguel- 
lo was a wealthy and influential a of Cal- 
ifornia, residing in the viciwity of Saf¥Diego. On 
the invasion of that country, during the Mexican 
war, and on the appearance of the proclamation of 


| Commodore Stockton, then in command of that 


/ 


division of the American forces, Arguello placed, 


himself at the head of a company raised through 
his influence and exertions, and immediately 


| joined the United States forces, and fought with 


distinguished bravery and effect in several actions, 
under the command of Commodore Stockton, 
who fully attests his gallantry and the import- 
On the 25th November, 


captain of riflemen in fhe California battalion, 


| and on the 16th January, 1847, a member of the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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FLORIDA CLAIMS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 373) declaratory of the act for carrying into 





| effect the ninth article of the treaty of 1819, be- 


tween the United States and Spain. 
It provides for such a construction of the acts 


of the 3d of March, 1823, and 26th ef June, 1834, 


passed to carry into effect the ninth*article of the 
treaty of 1819, between the United States and 
Spain, as to require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to the persons authorized to receive the 


| same, out of the appropriation made by those acts, 
_ that portion of the damages awarded by the Uni- 


ted States judges in East Florida, under the name 
of interest, as a just and necessary part of the 
satisfaction stipulated by the treaty, so faras the 


| original value of the property, as awarded by the 
| said judges, has been approved at the Treasury 


Department. 
Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Bayarp] has requested me to state that he desires 


_ to be heard in opposition to that bill, but is not 


able to attend to-day. 


| where. 


v. I move that it lie over. 
Mr. TOOMBS. What is the matter with him? 
Is he sick? 


Mr. PUGH. He has an engagement else- 


He stated it to me. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Lreally think that the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio to postpone the bill on 


| account of the absence of the Senator from Dela- 


ware, is carrying the thing too far. I should like 
to know whether business is to be postponed be- 


| cause gentlemen choose to go away on Saturdays. 


I should like to go away myself. Ido not know 
any reasonable amount ofmoney [ would not give 


| to get away; but the public business requires me 


Legislative Council of that Territory. In conse- | , ; 
| subject to a single objection. 


| quence of his attachment to the cause of the Uni- 


ted States, and the zeal and activity which he 
manifested in their service, his rancho was ravaged 


_and laid waste, his buildings burnt, and his cattle 
and other movable effects taken away by the | 


enemy, by which he appears to have been reduced 
from competence and wealth to penury and de- 
pendence. A commission, appointed by H. Fitch, 


_Esq., alcalde of San Diego, toexamine and report 


upon the losses of Arguello, state, under oath, 


| that after a personal examination, that the per- | 
the enemy | 


sonal property thus destroyed by 
’ 











On leaving California, Governor Stockton, who 


rendered such valuable, important, and arduous | 


service in that then distant and almost unknown 
territory, addressed a communication to Argu- 
ello, in which, after acknowledging his services, 
sacrifices, and losses, he says: ‘* | hope—nay, I 
have not the least doubt—but that the losses 


| which you have sustained wi!l be reimbursed by 


the Government of the United States.’’ 

- The policy of the United States in remunerating 
those who have testified attachment to 6ur cause 
and our institutions, by forsaking the cause of an 


amounted, ‘at the lowest value,’’ to $14,888: 
\| The items are as follows: 

| 472 tanned deer skins, at $2........seeeeeec ee cose 944 
24 tanned cow hides, at $6........... © 6sda nes ee 144 
I Oe EE s0u 80.06 bebe cegnense coceeeds cace 200 

| 500 head of cattle, at G20. ...... .ccereeeccsevevece 10,000 | 
| 250 sheep, at $4..... cS caasaeee une ictokama eonewles 1,000 
Se NOE, BE ae n cee ccicccsecocctentcs Ra cvecccns 2,104 
100 Pigs, AL QO. seececceeec cree ceeeeetecceereeeee 500 
TOA ccccdcccces ‘ e sevece ° ooo $14,888 


| enemy and risking their lives and property in our | 
service, was sanctioned by the early action of the | 
| Government. In 1818, a committee of the House 


to be here. 


Mr. PUGH. I understand that the bill was 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. Objec- 


| tion being made, it will lie over under the rule. 


Mr. MALLORY. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of that bill. We have 
now reached it in its order; and I believe that the 
motion I make is in order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- ~ 


| cided this morning that it was in the power of 


any Senator, by objection, to pass over a bill. 
Mr. MALLORY. ‘This bill was not before the 
Senate when that motion was made; and I pre- 
sume, if my motion is agreed to, it comes up 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected 
to, under the rule established this morning, it 
must go over. 

Mr. GREEN. That rule was adopted illegally 
without notice, and is therefore no rule. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I suggestto the Senator from 


| Florida, that after the Calendar is gone through 


with we can go back to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present 


occupant is unwilling to reverse the decision the 
Chair made this morning. 


Mr. MALLORY. Does the Chair decide my 


motion out of order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
unwilling to reverse the action had this morning, 


| and is of opinion that the motion is not in order. 


Mr. MALLORY. Does the Chair decide that 
the motion cannot be brought before the Senate 
now? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. Ob- 


| jection being made, the bill lies over under the 


of Representatives made a report on a claim of || 
this nature, in which they say: ‘If the liberal | 
policy heretofore pursued by the United States is || 
continued, it would not require much calculation | 


to predict its effects, in the event of another con- 
test.” ‘The Senate Committee on Claims, at the 
second session of the Twenty-First Congress, in 


amount of $5,000, ‘for supplies furnished and 


assistance rendered to the army of the United | 


States in Canada.2’ In accordance with these 
views, the committee reported the bill. 


| the United States, at the Januar 


rule adopted this morning. 
JOHN HUERTAS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 251) to authorize the claimants in 
right of John Huertas to enter certain lands in 
Florida. 

It is an authorization to the claimants, in right 
of John Huertas, to a tract of six thousand acres 
in Florida, confirmed by the Supreme Court of 
term, in 1834, 


| to enter, at any land office in the State of Florida 


| their report (No. 30) in the case of John Daly, a | 
Canadian refugee, adopted the same-principle and | 
recommended relief, which was granted to the | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


the quantity of three thousand three hundred and 
thirty-two acres and thirty hundredths of an acre 
of any of the public lands in that State, offered, 
or unoffered, the same being in addition to the 
area of two thousand six hundred and sixty-seven 
acres and sevénty hundredths of anacre surveyed 
for the claim, and designated as section forty- 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to || eight, in township nine south, of range twenty- 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third }| seven east, in the St. Augustine land district, 


time, and passed. . 


ti 


Florida, and being the difference between the quan- 
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’ was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


1000, 
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tity embraced by the survey, and the six¢housand 
acres confirmed for the claim. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The bill was passed over. 


LEONARD LOOMIS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 261) or the relief of Leonard Loomis. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to raise the 

nsion of Leonard Loomis from six to eight dol- 
ars per month, and to pry him such increased 
pension from the 9th of August, 1857. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. 1 object. 

The bill was passed over. 


MONROE D. DOWNS. 


The Senate as in Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 426) for 
the relief of Monroe D. Downs. 

It provides that Monroe D. Downs may enter | 
in the land office in Omaha City, in the Territory | 
of Nebraska, by preémption, the east half of the 
southwest quarter, and the east half of the north- 
west quarter of section numbered thirty-six, of 
township fifteen north, of range twenty east, in 
that Territory, at the minimum price of $1 25 | 
per acre, and that the superintendent of public in- 
struction of Douglas county, Nebraska Territory, | 
may select any unclaimed and unoccupied quar- 
ter section of land in that county <n lieu of the | 
lands authorized to be entered by Downs. 

Mr.GREEN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill explains itself. | 
A school section was occupied before the land 
was surveyed, and it directs the school officers to | 
select a similar quantity at any other place of 
Jand subject.to entry at $1 25.an acre. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the reading of the report withdrawn? 

Mr. GREEN, Yes, sir. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered | 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


REBECCA M. BOWDEN. 


The bill (H. R. No. 577) for the relief Rebecca 
M. Bowden, of Prince George county, Virginia, | 





It proposes to authorize Rebecca M. Bowden | 
to locate in- herown name, as sole devisee of Lit- 
tleberry Bonner, on any of the lands of the United | 
States subject to private entry, at the minimum 
_ of @1 25 per acre, a certain land warrant, 

o. 17,647, issued to Bonner for his services as a 


private in Captain Temple’s company, in the || 


fourth regiment of Virginia militia, in the war of | 


1812, or to sell and assign the warrant as such de- || The bill was reported to the Senate without || 


|, amendment; ordered to be engtossed for g third | 


visee in the same manner as Littleberry Bonner 

could do if he were now living. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to | 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN F. CANNON. | 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 273) for the relief of John F, Cannon. 
It proposeg to require the Postmaster General 


to pay to John F’. Cannon, at the rate of $120 per || 7 
annum, for and during’ the time he’ carried the || Interior to place the name of Mrs. Jane Turnbull, | 


. ‘ ° ° | 
mail, according to his contract, in addition to the 


amount already paid to him, for additional ex- 
poses incurred and extra service performed by | 
1im on mail route No. 2627. 
Mr. TOOMBS, I object. 
The bill was passed over. 


| 
j 


Is the call for } 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
It proposes to confirm the city of New Orleans: | 
in its title to one undivided half part of the fol- | 


lowing tracts of land. 1. Nineteen thousand ar- 
pents of land sold to Don Louis de Clonetand Don 
Alexander de Clonet by Don Juan Ventura Mo- 
rales, Governor General of Louisiana and West 
Florida, on the 15th and 16th of November, 1803. 
2. One hundred and twenty thousand arpents of 


land sold to Don Jeronimo la Chiapella by Don | 


Juan Ventura Morales,Governor General of Lou- 
isiana and West Florida, on the 5th and 7th of Oc- 


|, tober, 1803. 3. Thirteen thousand three hundred 
| and thirty-five arpents of land, being the one-third 


part of a tract of forty thousand acres of land, sold 
to Don Juan Delapize by Don Juan Ventura Mo- 
rales, Governor General of Louisiana and West 
Florida, on the 16th of May, 1804. 


knowledgment made in favor of Philip Robinson 
by Don Thomas Estevan, commandant at the port 
of Galveztown, on the 20th of January, 1804. 5 
Fourteen hundred and twenty acres of land, being 
the unconfigned remainder of a tract of twenty- 
seven hundfed acreseof land granted by Don 
Thomas Estevan, then commandant of the Amite 
district, toJohn MeDonogh and Sheppard Brown, 
on the 5th of March, 1806. 
 Italso proposes to confirm Joseph Reynes in 
his title to a certain tract of land in the parish of 
| East Feliciana, State of Louisiana, containing 
‘about forty thousand arpents, which tract was 
sold ta his late father, Joseph Reynes, senior, on 
| his application, dated 19th of 
| and which sale was confirmed by Don Juan Ven- 


| Florida, on the 31st of December, 1803. 


in their title to a tract of thirty-five thousand ar- 
| pents of land, lying in the Florida parishes of 
| Louisiana, on the waters of Thompson’s creek, 


| or Feliciana river, and the Comite, immediately 
|| south of the thirty-first parallel of north latitude; | 


| being the same tract which was sold to Don Man- 
, uel Langos by Don Juan Ventura Morales, Gov- 
ernor of Louisiana and West Florida, on the 2d 
of January, 1804; and that the heirs, assigns, and 
legal representatives of Christoval de Armas, and 
his son, Miguel de Armas, be confirmed in their 
title to twenty thousand arpents of land, situated 
in the Florida parishes of Louisiana, sold to them 


Florida and Louisiana, by deed, dated at Pen- 
sacola, on the 23d October, 1806. 


reading, read the third time, and passed.» 
| . 
} .-JANE TURNBULL? 


| ‘The next bill on the Calendar, was the bill (S. || 


| No. 110) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Turnbull, 
which had been reported adversely from the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill proposed to direct the Secretary of the 
| widow of the late Brevet-Colonel William Turn- 
| bull, United States Army, of the list of pension- 

ers, and to pay her, per month, at the rate of half 
| the monthly pay to which her late husband was 
entitled at the time of his death; her pension to 


| commence on the 9th day of December, 1857, and 


| to continue during her widowhood. 


MARGARET WHITEHEAD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. } 


no No. 232) for the relief of Margaret White- | 
ead, 

Its object is to require the Secretary of the In- | 
terior to place the name of Margaret Whitehead, | 
widow of William Whitehead, a boatswain in the | 
United States Navy, on the pension roll, and | 
cause to be paid to her the sum of ten dollars per | 
month, from the 9th of April, 1854, and to con- | 
tinue during her natural life, or widowhood. 

Mr. TOOMBS. | object to that bill. It is for | 
& pension. . . 

The bill was passed over. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. No. 410) to confirm certain land 
claims in the Florida parishes of Louisiana to the 
city of New Orleans, and others; was read a sec- 


ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. i 





} 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. That bill may be laid 
aside, as a similar ofe has already passed the 
| Senate, and gone to the House. ~~ 
Mr. CLAY. Then I move its indefinite post- 
| ponement. 
| The motion was agreed to. 


The Senate as in Committee of the Whole next 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 522) 
| for the relief of Wright Fore. 
| It proposes to place the name of Wright Fore 
on the invalid pension roll, at the rate of eight 
dollars per month, to commence on the 9th day 
Ee November, 1852, and to continue during his 


* WRIGHT FORE. 


natural life. 
| ‘The Committee on Pensions reported the bill 
| with an amendment to strike out “ eight dollars,”’ 


and insert ‘* six dollars.”’ 
| The motion was agreed to. 


1. 4. Twenty- | 
/ one hundred acres of land described in the ac- | 


ovember, 1803, | 
| tura Morales, Governor of Louisiana and West | 


It further provides that John Johnston and | 
|| Harriet Johnston, now widow Marshall, sole 
|| heirs of James Johnston, deceased, be confirmed 


by Don Ventura Morales, Governor of West | 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 











___ February 19, 


————<—<—<$ << 


————— 
|| and the amendment was concurre@in, an 
| to be engrossed, and the bill to be read atl 
| It was read the third time, and passed. 


FRANGJS CARVER. 

| The next bill on the Calendar was the bil] (H 

|| R. No. 524) for the relief of Francis Cafver. — 
| It provides for placing the name of Francis 
Carver on the invalid pension roll, at the rate of 

| eight dollars per month, from the 18th of Decem. 
| ber, 1857, to continue during his natural life, 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The bill was passed over. 


ROBINSON GAMMON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was thgbill (q 
|| R. No. 525) for the relief of Robinson Glinmon 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name of Robinson Gammon, 
of Roxbury, in the county of Oxford, State of 
Maine, upon the roll of invalid* pensions, at the 


d ordered 
uird time, 


‘ || rate of eight dollars per month, from-the 3d of De- 


cember 1856, during his life. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 
The bill was passed over. 


FREDERICK SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. No. 526) for the relief of Fred. 
erick Smith, was next announced. 

It provides for placing the name of Frederick 
Smith on the invalid pension roll, at the rate of 
four dollars per month, from the Ist of February, 
|| 1858, during his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to all pensions. | 
want right and justice to be done before we give 
, them, and therefore I object to all these pension 
| bills. 

The bill was passed over. 


‘DAVID WATSON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 535) for the relief of David Watson. 

It provides for placing the name of David Wat- 
son, of Georgia, upon the list of invalid pension- 
ers, at the rate of four dollars per month, to com- 
mence on the 15th day of February, 1858, and 
continue during his natural life. — . 

Mr. TOOMBS. If that is a pension bill, I ob- 
ject to it. . 
|| The bill was passed over. 


HENRY KING. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 496) for the relief of the representative of 
Henry King, deceased. : 
| It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
| to the legal representative of Henry King the sum 
of $1,817 36 for his services in the third Mary- 
land regiment and in the commissary department 
| during the revolutionary war. 
| Mr. TOOMBS. I objest. 

The bill was passed over. 


DOCTOR GEORGE H. HOWELL. 


| The next bill on the Calendar tvas the bill (H. 
| R. No. 510) for the relief of Doctor George H. 
|| Howell. 

It authorizes the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury to pay to Doctor George H. ee 
an assistant surgeon in the Navy of the United 
States, the increased pay attaching to his in- 
| creased rank as assistant surgeon, from the com- 
mencement of his increased rank to the time of 
| the actual issue of his commission fromthe Navy 
Department. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
cases. » 

The bill was passed over. 


A. BAUDOUIN AND A. D. ROBERT. 











I object to all that class of 


R. No. 245) for the relief of A. Baudouin and A. 
D. Robert. 
| It provides for the payment of $2,000 to A. 
Baudouin and A. D. Robert, in full compensation 
for the damages sustained by them, arising from 
the sinking of a flat-boat of ice, at New Orleans, 
by a steamboat in the service of the United States. 
Mr. PUGH. I object to that bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will lie over 
under the rule. ; 
Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from Ohio with- 
draws his objection to hear the report. 
not aware that there Was a report. 
Mr. PUGH. The report is noc marked on the 


He was 


| The bill was reported to the Senateas amended; || Calendar. 
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Mr. SLIDELL. There is a report. 
Mr. PUGH. If there is a report I waive my | 
gbjection, t6 hear it read. 
Mr. SLIDELL. There is a House report, | 
which can be read, : 
The @ecretary read the following report, made | 
by Mr. Davipson, of the House of Representa- | 


tives, on the 3d of February, 1858: 





The Committee of Claims, to whom the petition and 
proofs of A Baudouin and A. D. Robert, of New Orleans, 
was referred, report: 

That the petitioners have, by praper proof, satisfied your | 
committee that they were, on the Qist day of March, 1846, | 
owners of a flat-boat of ice, contaming (220) two hundred 
and twemty tons, which boat, loaded with ice, had on that 
day been yywed down to the landing in the first manici- | 
pality of fe city of New Orleans, set apart*to them by the 
wharfinger ; that just before she was properly fastened to 
the wharf, and whilst their boat was tied to another boat, | 
the name of which is not given in the proof, but declared by | 
the petitioners to be the schooner Commerce, Captain 
Pearce, she Was run into by the steamer Colonel Harney, | 
then in the service of the United States, and commanded 
by the officers of the Government. The proof shows that 
the Colonel Harney was under a heavy pressure of steam, 
and that the act was apparently the result of great careless- 
ness, ur wantonly mischievous, whereby the petitioners lost 
the boat, Which was sunk, and the ice, valued @t $2,000; 
the proof is that there were two hundred and twenty tous, 
and that it was worth ten dollars per ton. 

Suit was brought in the United States district court, and 
the evidence on file which makes this case was taken con- 
tradictorily with the United States district attorney, and 
would between individuals have given the plaintiffs a judg- 
men for $2,000 ; but the case was dismissed upon an ex- 
ception, Which was, that the Government could not be sued; 
whereupon the parties appealed to Congress for redress, 
and on the 15th December, 1846, this case was referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and referred to the same com- 
mittee again on the 17th December, A. D. 1847; that on 
the 30th March, 1848, a bill was reported to this House for 
$2,000, accompanied by a report from Mr. Rockwell, which 
report and bill are herewith submitted; that the report and 
bill were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and recommended by the committee 
tothe House for passage, but was not reached. The papers 
were again referred to the Commiyee of Claims on the 23d 
day of January 1850, and on the 18th day of February fol 
lowing a report was made from this committee by Mr. Nel- 
son, With a bill for the relief of the parties, which report 
and biil were referred to the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, and reported back with a recom- 
mendation that itdo pass the House ; that the report of the 
committee was not finally acted on. The bill went to the 
Speaker’s table and was not reached. In view of all these 
facts, the committee report back all the papers with a bill 
for $2,000 for the relief of the petitioners. 

Mr. J. A. Rockwell, trom the Committee of Claims, 
made the following report: 

‘The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of A. Baudouin and A. D. Robert, of the city of New 
Orleans, report as follows: - 

The petitioners represent and prove, to the satisfaction of 
the committee, that on the 2ist of March, 1846, a flat-boat 
belonging to them, loaded with ice, while lying at the 
wharf at the city of New Orleans, in proper place, was 
struck by the steamer Colonel Harney, which was coming 
up the river under full steam; that, by the force of the col- 
lision, the bottom and side of the flat-boat were so broken 
and disjointed that it commenced filling with water so rap- 
idly that the eargo could not be saved, and the boat and 
cargo soon sunk to the bdéttom of the river. The steamer 
was in the service of the United States, at the time, and un- 
der command of an officer of the United States, and the act 
was one of manifest negligence. Under the state of facts 
existing in this case, as between individuals, there could be 
no doubt of the right of the party to claim the amount of 
damages sustained ; and the obligation of the Government | 
isthe same. The steamer was libeled in the United States | 
courtat New Orleans, by the petitioners, and most of the 
testinggpy Was taken in the presence of the United States | 
distri torney, who cross-examined the witnesses. The 
libel was dismissed on the ground that the Government 
couf¥ not be sued. Tbe proof is, that the loss sustained by 
the petitioners was $2,000, and for this sum the committee 
report a_bill, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. PUGH. Lam satisfied. 
Mr. KING. Lobjecttoit. Letitlie over. | 
The bil] was passed over. 


DINAH MINIS. ¢ 


The Senate, as in Committee of th 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 
for the relief of Dinah Minis. 

It provides for the payment to Dinah Minis, or | 
her legal representatives, of the sums due on loan | 
office certificates No. 93, for $37 277; No. 95, for | 
$74 554; and No. 104, for $81 66; all dated August 
19, 1791, and signed by Richard Wylly, commis- | 








| 
j 


Vhole, 


sioner of loans, on the surrender of the original | 


certificates at the Treasury Department. 
The bill was reported,to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


ROBERT A. DAVIDGE. 


|, ment of the accounts of John R. Bartlett, late com- 
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| porary clerk in the office of the First Comptroller 


of the Treasury, from March 26 to April 30, 1857. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN R. BARTLETT. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 422) for the relief of John R. Bartlett. 

It proposes to require the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department, in the settle- 


missioner on the Mexican boundary, to allow and 
credit him with the several items of his accounts 
for moneys paid by him in the discharge of his 
duties as commissioner—which have been here- 
tofore rendered to the Department, with the proper 
vouchers, and disallowed—not exceeding, in all, 
the sum of $4,724.99. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The bill was passed over. 


JOHN FERGUSON AND OTHERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 419) for the relief of John Ferguson and 
others. 

It is intended to authorize the Postmaster Gen- 

/eral.to remit the penalty charged against John 
Ferguson, of San Francisco, California, and his 


guarantors, for failure to enter into obligation and || 


perform service on mail route No. 12500, be- 
tween San Francisco and Sacramento, in Cali- 
fornia, according to the proposal of Ferguson, 
| dated February 2, 1854, and accepted by the Post- 
master General on the 22d of April, 1854. 
Mr. KING. I object to that bill. 
The bill was passed over. 


R. F. BLOCKER AND OTHERS. 


The next was the bill (S_ No. 425) for the re- 
lief of R. F. Blocker, E. J. Gurley, and J. F. 
| Davis. 

Its purpose is to require the Secretary of War 
to pay to R. F. Blocker, E. J. Gurley, agd J: F. 
Davis, the sum of $1,500, in full for they claim 
against the United States for their prof€ssional 
services in defending Lieutenant Anderson and 
his detachment, who were arrested and tried for 
a criminal offense alleged to have been committed 
while acting under orders of theie commanding 
| officer in Texas, in the year 1854. 
| Mr. TOOMBS. [I object. 

The bill was passed over. | 

JOHN LEE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. | 
R. No. 461) granting an invalid pension to John 
Lee, of the State of Maine. 

It provides for placing the name of John Lee | 


.| upon the pension list, at the rate of eight dollars | 


| per month, from the 22d of December, 1857, to | 
continne during his life. 
| Mr. TOOMBS, I object to all pensions. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- | 
ing made, the bill will lie over. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senator from Geor- 
gia to allow the report in that case to be read. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I withdraw my objection, to 
hear the report. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think it will obviate the 


Senator’s objection. 
J 
The Secretary read a report made from the 


_ House Committee on Invalid Pensions, by Mr. || 


Cuarresr, from which it appeared that John Lee, 
under the name of John Richards, a private, en- 
listed into the service for the war on the 3d of 
February, 1813, in the ninth regiment of United 
States infantry, and has been traced on the rolls 
| of his company up to the 15th of May, 1815. He 


o. 481) | fought in five pitched battles: Battle of Williams- 


| burg; at Fort Erie; at Chippewa; Queenstown, 
and Fort George; at Bridgewater, or Lundy’s 
Lane; the siege of Fort Erie, which lasted fifty 
or sixty days; and was in the fight when Fort 
Erie was blown up, and at the sortie near the fort 
when the enemy’s batteries were taken and blown 
up by the American forces. It further appears, 
| that in the ninth regiment, atthe battle of Lundy’s 
|| Lane, all of Lee’s company, with the exception 
| of himselfand one other private, were either killed, 

wounded, or left the field before the termination 
| of the battle. From the proof itfurther appears, 





The bill (H.. R. No. 575) for the relief of Robert 
A. Davidge, was considered as in Committee of 
the’ W hole. 


It will be a direction to pay to Robert A. Dav- 


idge the sum of $118 90 for his services as a tem- | 


that at the battle, and in the night time, he was 
hit by a musket ball in the left shoulder and badly 
injured; that in consequence of this injury his 
left arm and hand have become almost disabled. | 
Mr. TOOMBS. I withdraw the objection. 
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Mr. PUGH. I should like to understand why 
he changed his mame? 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the facts are as stated, I 
think he is entitled to a pension. ‘ 

Mr. HAMLIN. Inanswer to the Senator from 
Ohio, | will state in a moment that his name Was 
changed by the Legislature of the State at his own 
request. The papers on file, show that the reason 
why he does not get a pension at the Department 
is, because he proves his case by soldiers, and not 


| officers. He proves it by the soldiers who were 


with him when he was wounded. It does not 
come within tke rule laid down by the Department. 

Mr. TOOMBS. There is no such rule laid 
down by the Department. 

Mr. HAMLIN, There is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to the bill. Let it go 


|; over. 


The bill was passed over. 


WILLIAM BULLOCK. ‘ 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 520) for the relief of William Bullock. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of William Bullock upon the roll of in- 
valid pensions, at the rate of six dollars a month 

| from the Ist of January, 1854. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I object to all pensions. 
The bill was passed over. 


SIOUX CITY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
| No. 22) for the relief of certain citizens of Sioux 
| City, in the State of lowa. 

Mr. HALE. There isan adverse report in that 


case. Let it lie over. 


‘(| The bill was passed over. 


OMAHA CITY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 220) for the relief of the citizens and owners 
of Benpenhs in the city of Omaha, Nebraska Ter- 
ritory,and Sioux City, State of lowa, which had 
been reported adversely from the Committee on 
| Public ete 

Mr. HALE. As there is an adverse repott, 
| let it lie over. 

The bill was passed over. 


JOHN C. RATHBUN. 

| The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
| R. No. 529) for the relief of John C. Rathbun. 

It provides for placing his name on the pension 
roll at four dollars a month, to commence Feb- 
ruary 15, 1858, and continue during his life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The bill was passed over. 


WILLIAM SUTTON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 346) for the relief of William Sutton. 

It proposes to place the name of William Sut- 
ton on the roll of invalid pensioners at six dollars 
per month, to commence on the Sth day of Feb- 
ruary, 1858, and to continue during the period of 
his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that. It is for a 
| pension. « 

The bill was passed over. 


KENNEDY O'BRIEN. 


Tite next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
| R. No. 457) for the relief of Kennedy O’Brien. 

Its object is to place the name of Kennedy 
O’Brien on the list of invalid pensioners, at the 
' rate of eight dollars per month, from the Ist of 
| January, 1854, 
Mr. TOOMBS. J object. 
The bill was passed over. 

PHINEAS G. PEARSON. 

| The next was the bill (H.R. No. 527) for the 
| relief of Phineas G, Pearson. 


It proposes to grant him a pension of eight dol- 


lars a month from January 22,1858, to continue 
during his life. 
Mr. TOOMBS. 


| 
| 
' 
| 








I object. 

| ‘The bill was passed over. 

JOHN PERRY. 

| The next was the bill (H. R. No. 531) for the 
| relief of John Perry, of Illinois. 

| _ It provides fer granting him a pension of eight 
| dollars a month, commencing February 15, 1858, 
| and continuing during his natural life. 

| Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

| ‘The bill was passed over. 
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EVELINA PORTER. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 458) || 


for the relief of Evelina Porter, widow of the late 
Commodore David Porter, United States Navy. 

Its purpose is to place the name of Evelina 
Porter, widow of the late Commodore Porter, 
deceased,.of the United States Navy, upon the 
list of invalid pensions, to be paid at the rate of 


thirty dollars per month, for five years, from the | 


9th of February, 1858; the pension to cease in || 


case of her marriage. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary read the report of the House 
Committee on Invalid Pensions,who say that they 
deem it unnecessary to enter into a detailed state- 
ment of the long, faithful, and extraordinary pub- 
lic services of Commodore David Porter as a 
naval officer. His career forms a prominent fea- 


ture in our naval history. No man has done more | 
to build up its reputation, and no country can | 


boast a superior naval commander, After acare- 
ful and thorough examination of the testimony in 
this case, the committee find that Commodore 
Porter, then a lieutenant in the naval service of 
the United States, while in the discharge of his 
duties in an action with several brigs and barges 
in the West Indies, in 1800, received a wound in 
his left shoulder, and in an engagement off old 
Tripoli, in 1803, received a slight wound in his 
right thigh, and a ball through the left, which, 
with the ects of a violent attack of yellow fever, 
contracted while incommand of the United States 
squadron for the suppression of piracy in the 
West India seas in 1823, brought on him diseases 


which caused his death; that Commodore Porter | 


died at Constantinople, in 1843, in the diplomatic 
service of the United States; that he was married 
to the memorialist, Evelina, in 1808; and that she 
still survives him. 

The act of Congress granting navy pensions to 


widows, only provides for, and is construed by | 
the Department only to embrace widows, whose | 


husbands die in the naval service of diseases con- 
tracted or injuries received by them while in the 
line of their duty. Cemmodore Porter, therefore, 


not having died in the naval service of the coun- | 


try, his widow is not entitled to the benefit of the 
act, although the disease which caused his death 
was contracted while in the line of his duty in 


that service. The committee see no justice in such | 


restriction. | 

Mr. CLAY. There is an amendment that ought 
to be made to the bill, [suppose. By the way, I 
will say it seems that I reported the bill, though 
I have ‘no recollection of it. 1 think the credit is | 
not due to me for that report. 
ever, that the bill proposes to put her on the list 
of invalid pensioners. [tis not an invalid pension, 
but a gratuitous one. The word “ invalid’’ ought 
to be stricken out. 


I observe, how- 1 
\| 
i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report was | 


made in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not think I reported the bill. 
It is a mistake. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the word “ invalid’’ where it occurs. 
It says the Secretary shall place her on’ the list of 
invalid pensioners. She does not come under 
that class, but under the class of gratuitous pen- 
sioners of the Government, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, KING, I ask that the bill be read through 
as amended. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. PUGH. [if the bill is to be amended, and 
thereby sent back to the House, I shall move to | 
strike out the limitation; for, under the general 
law now, the pension is for life. 
pass the bill, as it isa House bill, without amend- 
ment; because 1 do not think the amendment 
which has been made is material; but if the bill | 
is to be amended, I move to strike out the limita- 
tion. The general law now provides that the pen- 
sion shall be for life. Ido not think we should | 
make an exception in this case. 

Mr. HALE. This is an exception to the gen- 


eral law. 
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expiration of five years, then the said pension shall cease 
at the date of such intermarriage.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, and the 
amendments were concurred in. The amend- 
ments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. It was read the third time. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. How does the bill now 
read with the amendments? 

The Sécretary read it, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place the 


| name of Evelina Porter, widow of the late Commodore Por- | 


ter, deceased, of the United States Navy, upon the list of 





pensions, to be paid at the rate of $30 per month, from the | 


9th day of February, 1858. 
The bill was passed. 


1] MARY BOYLE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 277), 
for the relief of Mary Boyle. 

It proposes to place the name of Mary Boyle on 
the pension roll, at the rate of twenty dollars per 
month, from the Ist of January, 1858. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary read the report of the House 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, by which it ap- 
peared that Captain Thomas Boyle, first as the 
commander of the schooner Comet of 14 guns, 
and then in the Chasseur, of 12, during the war 
of 1812, captured more than seventy sail of British 
vessels, thirty-two of which were equal to him in 
force, and eighteen superior. 
| off a Portuguese man-of-war, carrying 20 32- 

vounders, convoying three British vessels, killing 

bse first lieutenant and five men, and wounding 
many more, capturing two of the three British 
vessels, One carrying ]4 guns, and the other 10 
guns. He also captured the ship Hope, with 14 
guns. Soon after he met and captured the ships 


He met and beat | 


Atlanticand James, in company, carrying 20guns; | 


Eclipse, 14 guns; ship John, 14; London Packet, 
12, Heggy, 10; Alexander, 10; Dominico Packet, 
10; and brig Industry, of 10 guns. On the 26th 
of February, 1815, he fell in with and captured, 
after a desperate fight of fourteen minutes, his Bri- 
"tannic Majesty’s schooner St. Lawrence, mount- 


ing 15 guns, 4and 12-pound carronades, and a long | 


nine, commanded by Lievtenant James E. Gor- 
don, royal navy, with a complement of seventy- 


five men and a number of soldiers, marines, and | 


several naval officers (passengers) on board. The 

| Chasseur lost but five killed and eight wounded. 

The St. Lawrence had fifteen killed and twenty- 
three wounded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SYLVANUS BURNHAM. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
| R. No. 233) for the relief of Sylvanus Burnham. 

It provides for placing his name upon the roll 
of invalid pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month during his natural life. 


|| Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 


The Secretary read the following report, made 


| by Mr. Case, of the House of Representatives, 


| January 21, 1858: 


The Committee” on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re- 


| ferred the petition of Sylvanus Burnham, asking for a pen- 


T would as Lief | ee een 


| 


| 


sion, having had the same under consideration, report: 
It apppears that petitioner was a private soldier in the 


|| Indian war, under General Wayne, for three years, from 


February 28, 1792, and was honorably discharged. While 


|, engaged in the discharge of his duties as such soldier, he 


was injured by the explosion of a canister of powder. By 


|, this explosion his face was burned and his eyes nearly 


ruined. So seriousjy was his sight impaired, that for the 
last forty years he has been unable to read. He bad received 
no pension, nor even a bounty-land warrant, at the date of 
Your vommittee are of opinion that he is 
entitied t\ relief, and therefore report the accompanying 
bill, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 
The bill was passed over. 
MARY BAINBRIDGE. 


The next was the bill (H. R. No. 221) for the 
relief of Mary Bainbridge. 
It proposes to place the name of Mary Bain- 


| bridge, of Massachusetts, upon the pension list 


Mr. PUGH. This will stand as an addition to | at the rate of thirty dollars per month, commenc- 
the general act. My amendment is to strike out || ing on the Ist day. of June, 1857, and to continue 


‘* for five years.” ‘ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KING. LI move to strike out the last part | 
of the bill: 


| during her natural life. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 
The ey read the report of the House 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, in which it is 


Ifthe said Evelina Porter shail intermarry before the || stated that Colonel Henry Bainbridge entered the 





| 


| 


| 


ad 





ee 
service of the United States as a cadet of the Mil 
itary Academy at West Point, in the year 1817. 
graduated in 1821 as lieutenant of infantry, ang 
from that time till the Jst day of June, [857 a 
period of thirty-six years,was constantly engaged 
in the active duties of his profession, as ag officer 
of the Army of the United States. The records 
of the War Department furnish the most gratify. 
ing testimony to his faithful services during jj 
this period of time, at the remote posts of the 
western frontier in the wars of Florida and Mex. 
ico. In Mexico he took part in the battles of Pal, 
Alto and Resaca de la Palma, was wounded jn 
the storming of Mohterey, while charging at the 
head ef his command; was with the division of 


General Scott at Vera Cruz; at Cerro Gordo he 


headed the storming column; he was at Contre. 
ras, Cherubusco, Molino del Rey, and at the city 
of Mexico. For all these distinguished services 
he received two brevets in succession. This dis. 
tinguished soldier met his death on the steamer 
Louisiana, in Galveston bay, on the morning of 
the Ist day of June, 1857, who, with the captain 
of that ill-fated steamer, were the last to leave 
the burfling wreck. His widow, after all these 
distinguished services and this tragic death, ig 
left in indigent circumstances, and the committee, 
in view of these circumstances, reported the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The bill was passed over. 


STEPHEN BUNNELL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 224) for the relief of Stephen Bunnell. 

It provides that the name of Stephen Bunnell, 
of the State of Indiana, a sergeant-major of the 
war of 1812, be placed upon the list of pension- 
ers of the United States during his natural life, at 





the rate of fifteen dollars pér month; to commence 
and be computed from the Ist day of January, 
1855. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the bill 
with amendments, to strike out in line seven the 
words ‘* fifteen dollars per month’? and insert 
| “half his monthly pay in the rank which he oc- 

cupied;’’ and in line four of section two strike 
out the words * fifteen dollars per month”’ and 
insert ‘* half his monthly pay in the rank which 
he occupied.”’ 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary read a report made by Mr. 
| Cuarree of the House Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, on the 2lst of January, 1858, in which it 
is stated that the Adjutant Genera] certifies that 
Stephen Bunnell served as quartermaster’s ser- 
geant in the artillery corps of the United States 
Army for five years, from March, 1812, to March, 
1817. Mr. Bunnell testifies, under oath, that he 
entered the army in robust health; that his pays- 
ical powers were broken down by arduous service 
and exposure in his specially hazardous line of 
duty; and that now, in his old age, with his con- 
stitution broken down, being unable, from his 
failure to claim a discharge when sick, and from 
the death of his captain and comrades since, to 
furnish the evidence required at the pension bu- 
reau, he a to Congress for its rec ion. 
lt appears that he was the first who landedat the 
taking of Fort George, shared in the captur® of 
Queenstown Heights, participated in the battle of 
Stony Creek, lying on the wet ground at nights 
with the rest of the army on their march thither, 
which caused him such a fit of sickness as to con- 
fine him for many months in the hospital at 
Youngsgp wn. 

Although this sickness has impaired his sys- 
tem evegipince, he recovered sufficiently to again 


| join the Army, and to man the gun under his 


charge at the battle of Chippewa. At Lundy’s 
Lane, his captain being slain. and his lieutenant 
wounded, he took command, under direction of 
General Scott, of the last gun left to his company, 
and kept it in operation ull he had but one man 
left, and his ammunition was exhausted, when 
he succeeded in getting the gun from the field of 
battle. At Fort Erie he was honored with a com- 
mand above his rank, namely, of a battery in a 
specially exposed condition, in front of the gate 
of the fort; and by its discharges, after the fort 
had been taken by the enemy, blew it up, dis- 
comfiting the whole British detachment. He was 


wounded in the wrist at Chippewa, and at Fort 
Shelby was badly injured in the shoulder by a fall 
oceasioned by rotten timber ina bridge; but never 
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claimed a pension on account of these injuries, not } 
deeming at the time that he would ever need it. || 
Such a record of faithful and important service to || 
his country certainly deserves the recognition, as 
well as the relief which the granting of a pension || 
would afford. , P 1] 

Corroborating this, statement are affidavits of 
Samuel Bunnell and Elizabeth Marsh, who de- | 
jose, that the claimant entered the Army in good 
health, but has been in impaired health ever since; 
another from 8. M. Bishop that, since 1820, the 
claimant has not been able to perform a full day’s 
work; the affidavits of eminent physicians, cor- 
roborating this statement, and certifying that he 
cannot perform one-third of aday’s work in anny 
and not even that without great pain; the vouc 
ers of Hon. N. Eddy and Hon. C. W. Cathcart, 
former members of Congress from hisdistrict, and 
finally, a strong recommendation to Congress in 
his behalf by Lieutenant General Winfield Scott, 
his old commander. The committee, therefore, 
unanimously recommend the passage of a bill 
granting a pension to thj faithful old soldier. 

Mr. TOOMBS, I object. s 

The bill was passed over. | 


SAMUEL GOODRICH, JR. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. | 
R. No. 229) for the relief of Samuel Goodrich, jr. | 
It provides for granting him an invalid pen- | 
sion of eight dollars a month during his life, com- | 
mencing January 1, 1856. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I object. | 
The bill was passed over. 
| 


’ 


ZINA WILLIAMS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 239) for the relief of Zina Williams. \| 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place || 
the name of Zina Williams, of the State of New | 
York, upon the invalid*pension list, at the rate of | 
eight dollars per‘month, commencing on the 4th 
of December, 1855, to continue during his nat- 
ural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary read a report made by Mr. Ros- 
pins, of the House Invahd Pension Committee, 
by which it appears that Williams was called 
into the service in the war of 1812in September, 
1814, from Montgomery county, New York, and | 
marched to Sackett’s asia. where he was on | 
duty, without shelter, sleeping (if at all) upon 
the ground. Sickness prevailed in camp, and on 
the Ist October, 1814, he was taken sick of the 
prevailing camp disease, and was sent to the hos- 
—_ where he was attended by two surgeons. 

lis sickness settled into a fever; his friends sent 
for him, and with difficulty carried him home on a | 
bed. He was confined to his bed eighteen months, | 
the fever concentrating in his left hip, causing | 
great pain and contraction of the muscles, result- 

ing in almost the entire loss of the use of the left 

leg. The disability has continued from that time || 
to the present, and is of a nature incurable. He | 
is a farmer, a sober, temperate, prudent man, and 
is clear from any charge of imprudence or ex- 
posure as the cause of the continuation of his || 
disabilgty. 

These facts are established by the testimony of 
two surgeons, certified to be highly respectable | 
in their profession, who saw him on his sick bed 
as he returned; and who then attended him, and 
who have ever since that time been his physi- | 
cians; and who now, upon their oaths, state that | 
his disability is a total one. They further state 
that it is incurable, and can never be les#®™ It is 
further proven, by the testimony of Samuel Free- | 
man, that he saw him on his sick bed rearning | 
home. The testimony of Simon Frager, John W. 
Shaver, and William Shaver, who were soldiers 
with him in camp, and who knew ot his sickness 
in camp; and of Isaac H. Williams and John | 
Fish, and a second affidavit of the surgeons, all 
testifying to the sobriety of the applicant, satisfy 
the commitee of the propriety of granting him a | 
pension. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object. | 








The bill was passed over. 
SILAS STEVENS. 


_ The next was the bill (H. R. No. 459) grant- || 
ing an invalid pension to Silas Stevens, of Vir- || 
ginia. ° | 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place } 
the name of Silas Stevens, of the State of Virginia, | 


| James Morgan’s company of Virginia militia, 


| mate, twenty-second regiment of Virginia militia, 
| stating the number of rations that were due Silas 


| Surgeons Joseph A. 


| on the 20th of May, 1812, for five years, and served the full 
| period of his enlistment, and was honorably discharged. 


| valuable service of the petitioner, your committee report a 
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on the invalid pension roll, and pay him a pen- | 
sion; at the rate of four dollars a month, from the | 
Ist of February, 1858, during his natural life. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 
The Secretary read the report made by Mr. | 
AnpeRson to the House of Representatives, by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the 26th | 
of March, 1858, by which it appears that the 
memorialist states that he entered the service | 


| about the Ist September, 1812, in the company | 
| of Captain James Morg@&n, in Colonel Dudley | 


Evans’s regiment of Virginia militia; that he was 
marched to the Northwest to join General Harri- | 
son; that ata small village, called Delaware, in | 
the State of Ohio, he was taken sick, where he 
remained six weeks, not being able to perform | 
duty asa soldier; and, there being no prospect | 
that he ever would be, he was discharged, and | 
left to get home as best he could. The Third 
Auditor of the Treasury certifies that the name 
of Silas Stevens appears on the roll of Captain | 


from the 19th September, 1812, to the 30th No- | 

vember, 1812, mustered ** present’? without re- | 

marks; on subsequent rolls, it does not appear. 
A certificate is given by James Riggs, surgeon’s 


Stevens, while in confinement by sickness in Del- 
aware, from the 5th of January to the 4th of Feb- | 
ruary, inclusive. There is no date to the certifi- 
cate, but it has’ the appearance of an old paper. 
McLane and Isaac Scott 
certify that he is one half disabled. A. Dewart, || 
Nathaniel Reed, and Henry Watson, who were 
with him in the service, swear to his being sick 
during the service, and believe that the sickness || 
at that time produced the disease with which he || 
is now afflicted. They have known him inti- 
mately since his sicknessat Delaware. The Hon, 





|| Z. Kidwell, a member of the last Congress, cer- 


tifies to the high character of the applicant, as | 
also to that of all the witnesses. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

The bill was passed over. 


ALLEN SMITH. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 534) for the relief of Allen Smith. 

It provides for placing the name of Allen Smith, | 
of the State of New Hampshire, upon the invalid 
pension list, at the rate of eight doilars per month, 
to commence on the 2Ist of January, 1858, and 
continue during his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 

The Secretary read, as follows: | 

Mr. Case, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
made the following report: *. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were 
referred the petition and accompanying papers of Allen || 
Smith, make the following report: 

That it appears from the affidavit of the petitioner, (and | 
his statement is corroborated by the certificate of the Ad- | 
jutant General,) that he enlisted into the company of Cap 
tain Weeks, eleventh regiment of United States infantry, 


It further appears from his statement that he was trans- 
ferred to the recruiting service, being a drummer, and was 
ordered from place to place ; that whilst stationed at Piatts- | 
burg, New York, he had an attack of measles, and before 
he had entirely recovered was ordered to Cifamplain, in the 
same State, and whilst there, and in feeble health, he was 
obliged to encamp in the woods, without covering, exposed 
to the cold, wet, and snow, which produced sickness, and 
from the effects of which he has never recovered ; but on 
the contrary, he has grown worse, until he is now wholly 
incapable of supporting himself, and that his present dis- 
abled condition is owing to disease contracted whilst in the 
discharge of his duty as a soldier. Two or three respecta- 
ble physicians fully confirm his statement, as regards his 
present disability, and give it as their opinion that it is in 
consequence of exposure to the inclemeney of the weather. 
It also appears from the affidavit of the officer who enlisted 
the petitioner, (Gould,) and who served with him during the 
whole five years, and also by that of Lieutenant Stephen- 





| son, who also served with him, that he (the petitioner) was 


at the time of entering the service, a strong, able-bodied 
man, and that his present disability is the result of an incur- 
able disease, contracted whilst in the Army and in the dis- 
charge of his duty. 


In view of the foregoing facts, and in consequence of the 


bill for his relief, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 
The bill was passed over. 


NATHANIEL HAYWARD. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 


It proposes to empower the Commissioner of || 
Patents to receive the application of Nathaniel || 


1003 


Hayward, for a rehearing of his application for.a 
renewal of the patent for his invention of the com- 
bination of sulphur and India rubber, granted on 
the 24th of February, 1839; which application 
was made to a former Commissioner of Patents, 
in manner required by law, and to proceed upon 
the application in the same manner as upon an 
original application for an eXtension under the 
patent laws, and to give public notice of the time 
within which testimony may be taken and filed, 
and of the time and place of hearing, and to grant 
or refuse a renewal of the letters patentin the same 




















| manner and upon the same principles and with 


the same effect, as he is authorized by law to de- 
cide upon such applications if made before the 
original term of the patent has expired. All per- 
sons who have heretofore, and since the expira- 
tion of the original term of the patent, in good 
faith, set up works and actually carried on the 
business of manufacturing India rubber goods 
according to the invention, and with particular 
reference to its use, are to enjoy the right to use 
the invention in the prosecution of the business to 
the same extent as they have heretofore done; 
but this privilege is not-to be enjoyed by any 
persons who had by themselves or by persens 
under whom they claim, or to whose business 
they have succeeded, set up works, orcommenced, 
or carried on, under any name or firm, the busi- 
ness of manufacturing under the patent prior to 


| the expiration of its original term, or to any per- 
sons who had infringed upon it by manufacturing 


goods without the license of the patentee. 
Mr. CLAY. I object to that bill. 


The bill was passed over. 


PETER TREZVANT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 437) to refund to the State of Geoygia the 
amount paid by the said State to Peter Trezvant 
for supplies furnished certain troops during the 
revoluuionary war. 

It proposes to refund to the State of Georgia 
the sum of $35,555 42, with interest, at six per 
centum, from the Ist of January, 1858, paid by 
that State, on the Ist of January, 1858, to Peter 
Trezvant, heir-at-law and attorney of the admin- 
istrator of Robert Farquhar, deceased, for supplies 
furnished by Robert Farquhar to the troops of 
the State stationed near Savannah during the rev- 


| olutionary war, if it shall notappear that the State 


of Georgia has either been repaid the amount or 
sreceived a credit for payment made on account of 
these supplies, in any settlement or adjustment 
heretofore made with that State on account of ad- 
vances made or expenses incurred during the war 
of the Revolution. 

Mr. HALE. Let the report be read. 

Mr. KING. I object to the bill. 

Mr. IVERSON. Before the Senator makes 
objection, allow me one word. ‘There is no re- 
port in this case. It is due to the Senate, and 
due’to the State of Georgia, that an explanation 
should be made, and then, of course, the body 
may dispose of the matter as they choose; I shall 
have nothing more to say. The whole case is 
embraced m a report made by the Finance Com- 
mittee of the State of Georgia, in 1847, which I 
will read to the Senate, and, if they will listen to 


it, they will understand the case without any dif- 


ficulty: 
*© Report. 

‘The Finance Committee, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of Peter Trezvant, have had the same under consid- 
eration; and, after the most thorough scrutiny and patient 
investigation, aided by the labors of our predecessors, and 
the searching investigation of the able coummissioners ap- 
pointed in 1838, now beg leave to offer the following pre- 
amble and resolutions: 

** Whereas, the Executive Council of Georgia, on the 31st 
of October, 1799, authorized the commissioners of the State 
to purchase of Robert Farquhar, a merchant of Charleston, 


| South Carolina, sundry arucles of clothing for the troops of 


Georgia, then quartered near Savannah, in a state of great 
destitution, under the command of General James Jackson, 
and which purchase amounted to the sum of £7,586 10s. ld. 
sterling money ; and whereas, in 1787, after the failure or 
refusal of the State of Georgia to pay this debt, Alexander 


| Chisholm, executor of the said Robert Farquhar, brought 


his suit against the State, in the Federal court of the United 
States, fur the money of the same ; and after a full hearipg 
of the case, a verdict was rendered in favor of the plainnuff 
for the amount claimed, thus proving the validity of the cen- 
tract, and the just indebtedness of the State ; and whereas, 
during the pendency of this suit, the Legislature of Georgia 


| passed a resolution in December, 1793, solemnly pledging its 


| No. 436) for the relief of Nathaniel Hayward. |) 


| found justand true, should be paid; and whereas, in Decem- 


public faith and honor that, inthe event the claim should be 


ber, 1794, the said claim, upon being audited under her au- 
thority, was found just and true, and certificates were issued 
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- . v S . . | 
in favor of Peter Trezvant, the legal representative of the 


£7,500 108, 1a.; and whereas, it does not appear that the por- 
tion of said ¢erifcates now held by the said Peter Trezvant, 
and amounting to the sum of £5.000 sterling, have ever 
been paid, or that the State of Georgia ever made provision 
for the same according to the just interpretation of the con- 
tract with the said Trezvant; and whereas, in December, 
1436, a petition from the sdid Peter Trezvant was presented 
to the Legislature of Georgia for payment of said claim, 
which was referred to William Law, Joseph H. Lumpkin, 
and David C, Campbell, with instructions to investigate and 
report on the merits of the same; and whereas the said 


JOSEPH CLYMER. 


said Robert Farquhar, then deceased, for the said sum of | 





No. 438) for the relief of Joseph Clymer, 


It proposes to pay to Joseph Clymer, $15,670, | 


in full for all claims by him for losses or dam- 
ages on account of the cdéntract entered into be- 


tween himself and the United States, represented | 


by Thomas Swords, lieutenant colonel, quarter- 


master of the United Statés Army, on the 18th of || 


April, 1851, and by rgason of the failure of the 


commissioners, at the next session of the Legi-lature, in || United States to perform the same. 


December, 1589, made a full and able report, showing a 
most careful investigation and research, and solemnly af- 
firming the justice and validity of the principal of the debt, 
and the high obligations on the part of Georgia to pay the 
same ; and whereas yo fact or arguments exist to shake the 
correctness of the report, or the conclusions to which the 
emnmissioners arrived therein, and it appearing that said 
debt is still due and unpaid, and that the same should be 
settled ; and it also appearing that the petitioner is willing 
to receive, in payment thereof, the bonds of the State, pay 
able in ten years, bearing an interest of six per cent. per 
annum. 

** Be it therefore resolved, That his Excellency the Gov- 
ernor be, and he is hereby, authorized to issue bonds of the 
State,each for one tenth part of the sum now due and 
owing to the said Peter ‘lTrezvant—namely, the said sum of 
£5,000; each bond to bear.interest at the rate of six per 
cent. from the Ist day of January, 1839, and payable anuu 
alivatier date, or sooner, at the option of the State; and 
that he be authorized to deliver said bonds to the said 
Peter Trezvant, or bis authorized ageut or agents, upon sur- 
render of said certificates, and thé execution of a full dis- || 
charge of all demands by the said Peter Trezvant against 
the State, on account of said claim. 

** Resolved, Thatin issuing said bonds for the amount due 
as atoresnid, the peuand sterling shall be estimated at and 
after the rate of $4 44 to the pound. 

* Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress be requested to present thé amount thus paid to the 
said Peter Trezvant to Congress, and urge the payment 
thereof by the United States to the State of Georgia; and 
that bis Excellency the Governor be requested to transmit a 
copy thereof, with the necessary vouchers and documents 
relating to the sane, to our Senators and Representatives in || 
Congress.” | 
1} 

Then follows the certificate from the Treasurer || 
of the State of Georgia: 

Treasury Department, Grorota, 
MiL.LeDGEVILLE, December 14, 1856. 

I, John P. Trippe, Treasurer of the State of Georgia, 
hereby certify that it appears from the records of this of- 
fice, that on the lst day of January, 1848, in compliance 
with an act of the Legislature, entitied ** An act for the re 
lef of Peter Trezvant,”’ assented to December 25, 1847, did 
issue and deliver to Peter Trezvant her several forty four 
bonds of $500 each, and one bond of $222 22, making the 
aggregate amount of $22,222 22 payable on the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1658, with interest at the vate of six per cent. per 
annum, payable semi annually. 

In testimony whereof, | have hereunto set my official 
signature and affixed the seal of the Department, the day % 
and date above written. 


JOUN P. TRIPPE, Treasurer. 

Here is the case. The State of Georgia issued 
bonds for this amount—over twenty thousand 
dollars—payable the first day of January, 1858. 
They have fallen due, and tne State of Georgia 
has extinguished the debt. She now comes to 
Covgress and asks that this amount be refunded 
back to her. I believe the universal settled prin- 
ciple has been, on all revolutionary advances by 
States, that Congress has assumed the payment. 
lL. hope no Senator will object to the bill. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I want to ask the Sena- 
tor from Georgia one question. | understood the 
certificate of the State ‘Treasurer to read that the 
payment was made in 1848, and Lunderstood the 
bill to read that it was in 1838. 

Mr. IVERSON. No, sir. The report was 
made in 1847. The original report was made in 
1838; but the State did not adopt it until 1847, 
The report was made by this committee in 1833; 
but the State did not act upon it until 1847, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The money was not paid 
until 1847? ; 

Mr. |[VERSON. The act of the Legislature ; 
authorizing the issuing of bonds was not passed 
until 1847; and the bonds were issued in 1848, 
payable ten years afterwards. They fell due on 
the Ist of January, 1858, and have been extin- | 
guished by the State. | 

it 
| 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Now I ask the Secretary || 
to read that passage which gives interest. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: \| 
# That the sum of $35,555 42, with interest, at six per | 
centum, from the Ist of January, 1858," &c. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. It is all right. | 


Mr. IVERSON. Thatis from the time Georgia | 
paid the money. i| 
Mr. KING. I object to the bill. 1 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being || 
made, the bill will be passed over. — . I 


Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 
The Secretary read it. 


Mr. KING. The Court of Claims has reported | 
_ against this bill. 1 object to its consideration. 


The bill was passed over. 
CHARLES M. PERRY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. | 


No. 439) for the relief of Charles M. Perry. 


| It provides for the payment to Charles M. | 
| Perry, of the sum of $1,172 94, being the differ- 


ence between his salary as a messenger and the 


salary of aclerk, the duties of which he performed || 


from the 28th September, 1853, to December 30, 
1856. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 
The bill was passed over. 
AUGUSTUS J. KUHN. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. 


R. No, 258) for the relief of Augustus J. Kuhn. 


It proposes to place the name of Augustus J. 


Kuhn, of the State of Pennsylvania, upon the if- || 


vali pension list, at the rate of eight dollars per 


month, commencing on the 24th day of July, | 


1856, to continue during his natural life. 
Mr. PUGH. I object to that bill. 
The bill was passed over. 

THOMAS ALLCOCK. 


The next was the bill (H. R. No. 264) grant- 
-ing a pension to Thomas Allcock, of Rochester, 
New York. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name of Thomas Allcock, of 
the city of Rochester, in the State of New York, 
upon the invalid pension roll, at the rate of eight 
dollars per month, to commence on the Ist day 


of July, 1852, and to continue during his natural | 
ee 


life. 


‘The Committee on Pensions report the bill 
| with an amendment, to strike out the words ‘* Ist 


day of July 1852,”’ and insert, ‘Ist day of June, 
1d06.”’ 
Mr. TOOMBS. Read the report. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is none. 
Mr. PUGH. Does the bill state that he was 


a soldier of the war of 1812? 1 discover that | 


here is a row of bills practically to carry into ef- 
fect by separate legislation the great bill sent to 
us from the House. Ifany of them go through, 
1 want the big bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. So dol. 

Mr. PUGH, I obfect to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will lie over. 


Mr. ©LAY. 1 think the Senator’s suggestion | 


very opportune, as next week the’ Senate will 
have an opportunity of passing on the old sol- 


| diers’ pension bill. I shall make a report upon | 
_iton Monday or Tuesday. 


Mr. PUGH. Then these bills can lie over un- 
til that time. 

The bill was passed over. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. As there is 


[ONAL GLOBE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. | 


February 12, 











————— 
| Mr. GREEN. It is not in order immediate] 
after a motion to adjourn has been y 


ou U rejected, to 
| make a similar motion before any other business 

intervenes. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order 

Mr. MASON. ‘I believe we have now a he. 
rum. Some Senators have come in since the Sate 
was taken. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Alabama moves an adjournment. 
|. The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
| a division—ayes 13, noes 18, no quorum votin 
|| Mr. PUGH. Would it be in order for mes, 
make a remark without a quorum ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Nothing is jp 
order, and no business can now be entertained 
except a motion to adjourn. ' 

Mr. PUGH. 1 only want to say that there js 
a perpetual clamor about taking up the Private 
Calendar; but as soon as ever we get it up we 
have no quorum. 
| Mr. JONES. That is a fact. 
|| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. And the men 
who e the clamor are the first to go away, 
|| Mr. KING. I renew the motion to adjourn, 
We can do nothing here. 
| 
| 


| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
_ adjourned. 


| 

| 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 12, 1859. 


| Prayer by Rev. E. Kinesrorp, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
1) MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 

Mr. Aspury Dickins, its Secretary, informing 
the House that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, a joint resolution (H. R. No. 52) 
giving the conser of Congress to the acceptance 
| by Captain M. F. Maury and: Professor A. D, 
| Bache of gold medals from the Sardinian Goy- 
| ernment; and an act (H. R. No. 576) for the re- 
| lief of Captain Douglass Ottinger; and also, that 
|| the Senate has passed an act for the relief of 
Elizabeth M, Cock, widow of Major James H. 
|| Cock, late marshal of the district of Texas, in 
|| which be was directed to ask the concurrence of 
the House. ; 

ADMISSION OF OREGON, 

The SPEAKER stated the business in order 
|| to.be.the consideration ef the bill for the admis- 
| sion of Oregon, on which the gentleman from 

Ohio (Mr. VateanpicgHam] was entitled to the 
| floor. 
| Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Ido not propose 
‘| to address the House on this subject; and took 
the floor last night solely because there was no 
|| gentleman present who desired to speak. Butl 
cs one word to say, by way of explanation 
|; onty. 
| Whenever Kansas shall come, as Oregon has 
| come, peaceably, orderly, and with the consent 
| of her people, | shall vote for her immediate ad- 
|| mission, just as I propose to vote now for the 

admission of Oregon. But Kansas is not here; 

Oregon is here. There js no possible conmpction, 
| geographically, politically, or other wise; and es- 

pecially no historic parallel between these two Ter- 
_ ritories; and by no vote of mine shall any such be 
|| established. Both will be free States; ard finding 
| Oregon now here at the door, L.will not vote to 
|| keep her without until Kansas shall be ready; 
| nor for any hinderance or obstruction to her im- 





evidently nota quorum present, I move that the || mediate and cordial welcome into the sisterhood 


Senate adjourn. 
_Ma. MASON. I hope not. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennesse. There is nota | 


quorum here. 
Mr. SLIDELL. 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 8, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bright, Broderick, Clay, Fitch, Harlan, 
Jolnson of Tennessee, King, and Toombs—8. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Chesnut, Clingman, 
Davis, Doolitde, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Green, Houston, Iver- 
son, Johnson of Arkansas, Jones, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 





Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Shields, Sidell, and Ward— 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no | 


uorum voting. 
Mr. CLAY. I move that the Senate adjourn; 
because, if the motion is not agreed to, I shall call | 


Ww 
q 


for the yeas and nays upon every bill. 


|| of States. 


| Fovr@hese reasons I shall firmly and steadily 
vote against the amendment of the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania, {[Mr. Grow,] and against all.others 
intended or calculated to embarrass or delay’ the 

assage of this bill. But, in the name of the 
' Democracy of my State, | thank the gentleman 
and his friends, and especially my colleagues of 
| the other side, for yesterday’s and this day’s 
business. The prophet of Khorassan stands un- 
_vailed. The Lecompton account of last winter, 
_which stood in public opinion against the Dem- 
| ocratic party of the North and West, is squared 
| up and wiped out now by this credit upon the 
, books of the people. Again I thank the gentle- 


_man and his friends. 

| Mr. BANE. Mr. Speaker, I have not yet had 

an opportunity of addressing myself to the House 
half of the admission of Oregon. It is a 
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matter of very great importance to the people of || I have said this much about the letter-writers; | 
chat Territory, and of the whole cquntry. L would || 


sot now trespass on the time of the House, were 
. not for the purpese of making a personal ex- 
Janation. ; 

| find in the Oregon Statesman, a paper pub- 
lished at Salem, Oregon, a letter purporting to 
have been written from this city, bearing date the 


j7th of June last, in which it is charged that I | 


had managed to prevent action on the admission 
pill, for the purpose of obtaining double mileage 
if elected to the Senate. 


not have noticed it; but-as it has been, I feel it 
my duty to say, that if the letter was written here, 
the writer of that letter knew very little abaut 
me. Money, | thank God, has not been a con- 
sideration with me in the discharge of my official 
duty. 
oficial, moral, political, or social. 
coveted money. 
an honést man; and that I intend to deserve al- 
ways, as I have deserved heretofore that reputa- 
tion. Idid all L could to bring Oregon im; and 


I have never 


Speaker, I said to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
Senate, | said to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House, that if elected and admitted to the Senate 


I would not take double mileage, or double com- || 


nensation. ‘Throughout all my official action, I 
have studied the strictest principles of economy 
towards the Government. When Il was appointed 
Governor of Oregon Territory in 1848, 1 paid for 
my own outfit, and traveled across the plains to 


the Territory of Oregon without the cost to the | 


Government of a single cent. “ When] arrived at 
San Francisco, I had to make the trip from there 
to Oregon by water. I had run out of money, 
and I borrowed enough to pay my passage to Or- 


egon City, and I paid it as soon as Learned it out | 
Though I| was offered a free pas- | 


of my salary. 
sage by the quartermaster who sent out in the 
same vessel with mea small detachment of troops, 
and who thought | was entitled to a free passage, 
yet I declined to accept the offer. 


Then, in the discharge of my duties of gov- | 


ernor, in the management of Indian affairs, I can 
say, that, for the smallness of those expenses, 
there is no parallel to my administration in that 
respect. During the time 1 was Governor of 
Oregon, and ex officio superintendent of Indian 


affairs, I visited: fitty-odd tribes of Indians, and | 


gave them presents, small in gmount, it is true, 
but such as were necessary to keep them in a 
good disposition towards the whites; and that for 
the whole amount of expenses in traveling, | 
made not acentof charge. My accounts show 
not a single charge against the Government; and 


the whole amount of expense, of whatever nature, |! 


for the wholegzhteen months that | visited those 
tribes of Indians, was less than three thousand 
dollars, 
personal explanation against the charges of a let- 
ter-writer, 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Oregon a question. L understood him to 
remark that he would not have noticed the mat- 
ter had it been published in a Republican paper. 
Will the gentleman let us know why he would 


not have noticed it if it had been published in a | 


respectable Republican newspaper? 

Mr. LANE. The Republican papers have taken 
the liberty so often of giving me so many hard 
raps that I have got used to it, and I would not 
have taken it to heart. But this appears in a 
Democratic paper, and in a paper that has had 
the Government: public printing. This is a fire 
in the rear that I do not like. 

I will say this: that | have had no cause of 
complaint of letter-writers since 1 have been a 
Delegate upon this floor. Very few of them have 
taken the trouble to notice me favorably, and I 
am sure I never should desire them to notice me 
unfavorably; but I will say in vindication, or 
rather to the credit of the letter-writers in thiscity, 
that | do not believe that this lettera~vas written 
in Washington. L believe it was writien in Ore- 
gon Territory, and with a view, in my absence, 
to affect my character as a public servant and as 
an honest man, and with a view to prejudice the 
admission of Oregon; and perhaps in order that 
the editor of this Democratic paper might still 
have the benefit of his thousands of dollars an- 
nually for the public printing. 


THE CONGR 





If that letter had not | 
been published in a Democratic paper, Il would 


It has had no influence over my action, |! 


I desire only the reputation of | 


1 mention these things in the way of a | 


| under the laws of the United States. 
| me how proud they were to be under the laws of 
| the United States; and how glad they were to wel- | 

come me as holding the commission of the Gen- | 





and now-{ must be allowed, as I feel the deepest 


| interestin the admission of Oregon, to say a few 
| words upon this subject. 


Mr. GOOCH. 


1 wish to ask the gentleman 


| from Oregon if, in case Oregon is admitted and 


he has a vote at either end of this Capitol, he will 
vote to relieve Kansa®& from the effect of the Eng- 
lish bill, so called, and let her present herself for 
admission when she chooses ? 

Mr. LANE. Ido not come here to make any 
bargain, contract, or promises. I am an honest 
man; and if I am permitted to go into the Senate 
1 shall exercise a sound discretion and judgment, 
and witha strong desire to promote the general 
good, prosperity, and welfare of a country, that I 


| love more than life; and | believe that my official 


action through life is a guarantee that in all mat- 
ters I will do what I believe to be right. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Oregon Territory is pecu- 
liarly situated. I think if there ever was a case 


|an this country where a people were entitled to 


the care, protection, and aid of this Government, 


|| it fi the people of that Territory. They went out 
when I found we could not, I said to you, Mr. || 


there ata very early day. I heard with pleasure, 
from gentlemen upon the other side of the House, 
a partial history of the early settling of that coun- 
try. As early as 1832, 1833, and 1834, and from 
that time down to 1839 and 1840, the missionary 
societies of this country took it into their heads 
very wisely to establish missionaries upon the 
Pacific. They sent out good and educated men, 
men who had a strong desire to civilize the sav- 
ages, to inculéate religious principles among them, 


and encourage habits of industry and civiliza- | 


tion. ‘Their missions were assisted by many old 
trappers, who, though they had spent many years 
in the mountains, in pursuit of game and furs,were 


| yet men who had noble and pure hearts, and who | 
readily offered such aid and assistance as was in | 


their power. Settlements grew up round the mis- 
sionary posts. Every effort was put forth by 


| these good people to influence the habits of the 


savages. They were urged to be led upon the 
paths of Christianity and civilization. 
In 1841, these settlements had been extended 


| over the country, and their welfare depended 


upon order and good government. They, there- 
fore, organized themselves into a temporary pro- 
visional government. A board was appointed to 
enact laws, and judges were selected for the deci- 
sion of all mattérs in dispute. That provisional 
government continued until 1843, when a regu- 


lar form of government was adopted. George | 


Abernethy was elected Governor. A Legislative 
Assembly was created, judges were appointed, 


| and all the operations of government went on as | 
/smoothly as they do in any of the ‘Territories 

A post office department | 
was, established, and mail service was performed | 


of the United States. 


throughout the Territory. Communication thus 
was kept up with all the settlements. 


extended over Oregon, and a territorial govern- 
ment was voted to her. When I arrived there, 


/in the winter of 1848, I found the provisional 
government I have referred to working beau- | 
| ufully. 


Peace and plenty blessed the hills and 
vales, and harmony and quiet, under the benign 


| influence of that government, reigned supreme 
| throughout ‘her borders. 
| almost a pity to disturb the existing relations—to 


I thought that it was 


put that government down and anotherup. Yet 
they came out to meet me, their first Governor 
They told 


eral Government. Why, sir, my heart waxed 


| warm to them from that day. 


Mr. Speaker, can any man upon this floor rec- 
oncile it with the common dictates of justice to 
deny to this people a State government? They 


are law-abiding; they have population; they are | 
competent for self-government: wherein is it that | 
My friend from Tennessee 
| (Mr. Zouticorrer] said that he voted for Kansas 
| because of fear of disturbances; because, forsooth, | 


they are deficient? 


they were outlaws and bad men. Would not 


that be a reward for defiance of the law? 
The statement of the 
gentleman from Oregon does me great injustice. | 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 


On the Kansas question there was great excite- 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


That |! 

| government continued until 1848, when, by act 
= ~ . T ‘ fe 

of Congress, the laws of the United States were | 


ment, connected with the question of slavery, 
which agitated the public mind of the whole 
Union to such an extent that I regarded it my 
daty to aid to bring Kansas into the Union, and 
at once settle the agitation attaching to that Ter- 
ritory. ‘Phis consideration was, to my mind, 
paramoumt to that of population. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Oregon whether, from his 
knowledge of the country, he believes there are 
ninety-three thousand four hundred and twenty 
people there? 

Mr. LANE. Ido. From my knowledge of 
the country, from the rapid increase of popula- 
tion there, I believe that there are ninety-three 
thousand four hundred and tyventy inhabitants 
there; ninety-three thousand four hundred a 
twenty white people, no Chinamen or negroes 
counted. Iam not only satisfied of that, but I 
can show, | think, that Oregon, before the appor- 
tionment in 1870, will stad here with her repre- 
sentatives representing three hundred thousand 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, she comes here with a constitu- 
tion regularly framed, and adopted by her people. 
It is the wish of those people that they shall as- 
sume the responsibilities of State government. 
Are they not entitled to it?) Now I would ask 
the friends of her admission to vote down all 
amendments. If the bill is to stand, let it stand 
as itcame from the Senate. If it is tefall, then 
let it fali upon that bill. Do not refuse her request 
by indirection; let the issue be fairly and openly 
made. She has been fair and honest in her deal- 
ings with us, and why should we be otherWise 
to her? My northern friends will believe me 
when I say that the rights of every State of the 
Union are as dear to me as those of Oregon. If 
| have a seat in Congress, | will be at all umes, 
prompt to resent any trespass on the rights of the 
States as secured by the Constitution. My affec- 
tion rests on every inch of this Union—Kast and 
West, North and South. The promotion of the 
prosperity of this great country is the strongest 
desire of my heart. 1 then ask gentlemen on all 
sides of the HLouse, on what principle of justice 
or right, the application of Oregon can be refused? 

[tiere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I suppose 
there is no man in the House, or in the country, 
who does not know that the admission of Oregon 

s a State into the Union is purely a question of 
time—that it must come, and at no very distant 
day. ‘There is, therefore, no question about de- 
nying to the people of Oregon any rights that 
they are entitled to under this Constitution. It is 
a question as to whether Oregon shall be admitted 
to-day or to-morrow on such terms as have been 
imposed on other Territories, or on more favora- 
ble terms. My colleague who spoke this morn- 
ing, [Mr. VaLLtanpieuam,] has found something 
to be thankful for, and | am glad of it. So faras 
I am concerned, he is entirely welcome to all that 
he can make out of that in Ohio. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | desire to call the atten 
tion of gentlemen, on the other side of the House 
especially, to the action of Congress in relation 
to the admission of Kansas. It was decided by 


| the almest united vote of the Democratic party, 


that that State could not be admitted with a con- 
stitution of her.own making, without having the 
ratio of representation, ascertained by a ‘* duly 
and legally taken’? census. That is recognized 
and spread on the records of the country as a part 
of the doctrines and principles of the Democratic 
party of the country. There is no escape from 


, it. Now, if my colleague supposes that in this 


state of facts, with the whole record of the Dem- 
ocratic party in thisand the other branch of Con- 
gress against the admission of Kansas as a free 
State, as proposed by the Crittenden-Montgomery 
amendment, he can make any capital on account 
of Republican votes against the admission of Ore- 
gon, he is welcome to all that he can make. 

Mr. Speaker, | will not stultify myself by pro- 
fessing to ignore what | know to be the operating 
causes which control the votes of members on 
this floor, in voting for and against the admis- 
sion of Oregon. Sir, if Kansas had been admitted 
under the Crittenden-Montgomery bill, gentlemen 
on the other side very well know she would have 
sent to the other wing of the Capitol two Senators 
who would have votes during the next presiden- 


| tial term, and that these two votes would have 


' 
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been Republican votes. The namesake of the Del- || barous a provision. No other State in this Con- 


egate from Oregon might possibly have been one 
of them. When that state of things was presented 
to the consideration of gentlemen on the other 
side, they demanded that Kansas should have the 
full ratio of representation, to be ascertained b 

a **census’’ “duly and legally taken.”” Now all 
that I ask is, that when they come here with & 
State which professes to be free, with Democratic 


Senators, who are to serve during the next pres- | 


idential term, that they shall have meted out to 
them precisely the same rule which they meted 
outto Kansas. I am not prepared here, nor wiil 
I sit by and aid in adopting one rule for the ad- 
mission of a Republican State, and another rule 
fy the admission of a Democratic State. That, 
aside from the constitution of Oregon, is the true 
secret of the position of parties in this House on 
this question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on the other 
side, and certainly a lorge majority of those who 
voted against the Crittenden-Montgomery amend- 
ment, propose now, without any change in the | 
condition of the Territories, to adopt for Oregon a 
rule different from that which they adopted for 
Kansas; and while gentlemen on the other side 
have no difficulty in walking up to the mark, I 
am sorry to see that many on this side are shak- 
ing in their boots lest it should be charged that 
Republican votes were cast against the admis- 
sion of a free State. I have no difficulty in adopt- 
ing, in this case, the same rule of justice which 
they propose to apply to us. 

but, Mr. Speaker, aside from that, if the con- 
stitution were anobjectionable, and the popula- 
tion sufficient to entitle the State of Oregon to de- 
mand admission, this would be no consideration 
that should induce a statesman, acting on his re- 
sponsibility, to refuse admission. I grant you 
that. 

it is said that Oregon proposes to come in as a 
free State. Mr. Speaker, will any gentleman on 
the other side of the House tell me, will the chair- 
man of the Territorial Committee tell me and tell 
the House, in his closing argument, how a negro, 
held in slavery in Oregon, is to establish his free- 
dom? If a white man shall take into the Terri- 
tory of Oregon, or have there, a black man, and 
exercise control over him and his industry, and 
make him a slave through the mere law of force, 
how is the slave to help himself? Can he go into the 
courts and ask a writ of habeas corpus? 
for this constitution says he can maintain no suit | 
in court, Can he bring an action for trespass or 
for the recovery of the proceeds of his labor? 
No, sir; for he can have no suit in court. Can 
he bring an action to try the question of his free- 
dom, or the right of the claimant to his service? | 
No, eir; for he can bring no suit. And yet.you 
call this a free State, though you prescribe, in the 
constitution, that a man shall not bring the ques- 
tion of his freedom in the only court that has ju- 
risdiction of the question. 

That is not all. You are admitting a State into 
the Union which is to have foreign commerce; 
which is to trade with all the world—with the 
West India Islands; with Brazil; which is to im- 
port the productions of tropical climates—coffee, 
sugar, cotton; and a large part of euch trade is in 
the hands of negroes and mulattoes. In Hayut, 
in Jamaica, and elsewhere all over the world, are 
importing merchants, blacks and mulattoes, who 
are sending their goods to Oregon; and if they 
sell upon credit there, they cannot bring a buit in 
the Oregon courts to recover the value of their 
cargo. Here then, sir, is your Oregon constitu- 
tion—a free-State constiiuatiion—which closes the | 
Oregon courts to them. He cannot go into the 
Federal courts, because the Dred Scott decision 
clgses them to him. I pray you, in what sortof | 
condition will we be in respect to your foreign 
relations 

Mr. SEWARD. Hemay sue by his next friend. 

Mr.GROW. Suppose he has no next friend? 

Mr. STANTON. That will not answer. The 
Oregon constitution says that class of persons 
shall not sue; and I take it that that reaches the 
parties in interest in the case, as well as the nom- 
inal plaintiff!’ upon the record. dt is not only a | 
prohibition against the black man and mulatto to | 
sue in hisown name, but against his substantially | 
maintaining his rights and interests in the courts 





No, siry@) 


tion, and that act of Congress whic ohibits | 
| their importation, and authorizes that Legislative 


federacy, no such civilized and Christian country 
upon God’s footstool, ever before outlawed a 
whole nation of people; and declared that they 
should not haveeaccess to their courts to secure 


their rights, but that they were castaways upon 
nature’s commons. 


> ° } 
The remark of the gentleman from Georgia { Mr. 


Sewarp] brings to my mind the remarks of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hueues,] day be- 
fore yesterday,in which he assigned tothe Repub- 
lican party the condition of contending for negro 
equality. I do not apprehend that, upon the ques- 
tion of political and social equality of negroes, there 


that there is any Democratic doctrine upon that | 
subject. Lunderstand that there isa great variety 


of sentiment in various localities as to the politi- 
eal and civil rights which shall be extended to 
thatclass of population. Now, sir, there never has 
been, from any of the exponents of the principles 


of the Republican party, any allegation that it’ 


claimed equality in the exercise of political rights 
by the black population in any State of this Con- 
federacy. The Republican platform, as my senior 
colleague [Mr. Gipptnes]} says, does not touch 
the question at all; and it ts a question about 
which Republicans and Democrats have leave to 
differ. lam willing myself to admit that free ne- 


groes and mulattoes are an undesirable popula- | 


tion; that they are a degraded social caste in all 
the States of this Confederacy. 
objection to a State for the discouragement of the 
immigration of negroes and mulattoes into the 
State. I would not extend to them equal politi- 
cal privileges and political rights; because thereby 
it might tend to encourage negroes to come into 
the State. So far as the constitution of Oregon 


I interpose no | 


comes, then, merely as a discouragement to that | 


class to come into that State, I make no objection; 
because that is a subject for them to-decide, and 
which I do not propose to interfere with. But, 
when they undertake to outrage the first princi- 
ples of civil liberty and of constitutional govern- 
ment, and to outlaw a race of people and make 
them the subjects of cruelty of every description, 
it presents altogether a different question. 


tion which have not yet been adverted to. 
thirty-seventh section of the bill of rights is an 
extraordinary one. It provides that— 


The | 
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thé profession held out upon its face, that there 


shall be no involuntary servitude there. 

For these reasons, and for numerous other rea. 
sons which I coul! enumerate, I cannot vote od 
the admission of Oregon under this constitut; 
and I pray you, now, what hardship or harm jg 
to be done? Here is a constitution manifest) 
repugnant to the moral sense of a great majorit 

It outrages your common gens; 
Mr. Speaker, to say that negroes shall have yg 
redress for wrongs inflicted upon them. If Ore. 
gon is rejected to-day, and required to reform he, 
constitution, and make it republican in form ang 


on; 


|| shape, she will be entitléd to admission when she 
is any Republican doctrine; nor do I understand 


makes it ** republican in form,’’ and in conform. 


ity with the Constitution of the United States 
_and has a sufficient population. ; 


But, sir, I admit that that is not an essential 
consideration with me. A question of population 
would not operate on my mind against the adris. 
sion of a State, if the same rule is to be applied 
alike to all other States. But when I see, Mr. 
Speaker, ae side of the House has rejected 
a RepuBlican State, and upon the express ground 
that she shall not be a State unul her population 
is ascertained by a regular census to entitle her 
to one Representative upon this floor, then | 
will go for applying the same rule to the State of 
Oregon, at the risk of whatever consequence; and 
my colleague can make the most of it. 

It is idle, sir, to ignore in this controversy that 
there is a struggle going on between the two sec- 
tions of the Confederacy in reference to the prop- 
agation of slave or free labor. It is no matter 
for the time being whether a State constitution 
may nominally be free or otherwise. If it brings 
into the Federal councils, for the next presiden- 


| tial election, and for the next six years, votes that 


will aid in the propagation of slavery, that is the 


| controlling influence, and the influence which now 


operates for the procurement of the admission of 
Oregon into the Union. Whatever she may pro- 
fess as to having a free constitution and being a 
free State, you, sir, know, as well as I do, how 


_ these Senators will vote on all questions affecting 
| the peculiar institution. They will not differ from 
_you, Mr. Speaker, unless you are more conserv- 
There are one or two features in this constitu- || 


* The Legislative Assembly shall have power to restrain | 


and regulate the immigration to this State of persons not | 


qualified to become ciuzens of the United States.’ 
I do not know of any such persons. Here is 


ative than they are. They will go as far as you 
dare go. A State occupying this position always 
does, and | take it, always will. 

Gentlemen will probably avail themselves of 
the votes of Oregon for the next six years to 
come. They will avail themselves of them in the 
next presidential election. They may possibly 


, avail themselves of the vote in this House in the 


an attempt, by indirection, to induce this Con- | 


gress, and especially the Republican members of 


it,-to indorse the principles of the Dred Scott de- | 


cision, which announces that blacks and mulat- 


toes born in this country are incapable of becom- | 


ing citizens of the United States. It is all idle for 


the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Tuayver] | 


to tell me that he is not sworn to see that the | 


people of Oregon should observe the Constitution | 


of the United States; because, as has been well 
said, this constitution is mere waste paper, and 
our votes will breathe into it the breath of life. 
By my vote, I am asked to give vitality to the 
principle of the Dred Scott decision, which de- 
clares that there isaclass of persons in this coun- 
try who are incapable of becoming citizens of the 
United States. i would do no such thing, even 
if she had two of the best Republican Senators in 
the world. 

But that is not all. The Federal Constitution, 
as I understand that instrument, has itself taken 
cognizance of the immigration, or importation, or 


election of a President; and have an equal vote 
cast by the Representative of that State with that 
cast by myself and my twenty colleagues from 
Ohio. This may all be so; but, sir, it will not 
stay the onward march of events. @Oregon, like 
all other free States, must bow to that manifest 
destiny which proclaims, if this controversy be 
kept up, that she must be upon the side of free- 
dom. It may not come to-day, and it may not 
come to-morrow; but it will ulumately come. If 
gentlemen at present avail themselves of the three 
electoral votes of Oregon, the time will come when 
she will have ten, and more, and then they will 
be upon the other side. You may retard the prog- 
ress of events, but you cannot prevent the ulti- 
mate ascendency of freedom and free labor in this 
Confederacy. 

The SPEAKER. The hour fixed for closing 


| the debate, and for taking the vote on the Oregon 


whatever oe may call it, of the description of | 
i 


persons who are unquestionably alluded to in this 


clause of the bill of rights of the constitution of |, 


Oregon. Congress is empowered to prohibit their | 


immigration, and it has done so under the penalty 


of death. And here is a power conferred upon | 
| the Legislative Assembly of pte oes to nullify and 


disregard that provision of the Federal Constitu- 


Assembly to regulate it. What does it mean? It 
means to authorize the importation of coolies, and 
that description of laborers which will practically 
make Oregon a slave State, while this constitution 
professes that it is a free State. 


of Oregon. 1 undertake to say that, in the con- || do that in violation of the Constitution of the Uni- 
stitution of no State of the Union, is there so bar- || ted. States; and it proposes to do it in defiance of '! 


prohibits | 


It proposes to | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


the previous 


bill, has arrived. 


Mr. KELSEY. Is the previous question called ? 


The SPEAKER. The order of the House,’ 


adopted the other day, is practically the same as 
uestion. 

r. STEPHENS, of Georgia, being entitled, 
under the rule, to one hour to close the debate, ad- 
dressed the committee at length, in reply to the 
various arguments urged 7 the passage of 
the ao [This speech will be found in the Ap- 

endix. 
i The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania, [Mr. Grow. ]} . 

Mr. MAYNARD. Before that is done, I hope 
the House will allow all the amendments, of which 
notice has been given, to come in, that the action 
of the House may be had on thom; reflecting, as 
they do, the opinions of members of the House 
upof this important question, opinions honestly 
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and sincerely entertained. I trust, as the gentle- | 
man has said who has just taken his seat, that 
there will be no effort to display parliamentary | 
tactics; or, in his language, to take a snap-judg- 
ment. Let every sentiment on this question be | 
fairly expressed. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I object to an 
amendment, unless the gentleman offering it 
pledges himself to vote for the bill. 

“Mr. MAYNARD. lI ask that my amendment 
be read. I gave notice of it some days ago. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that, 
in fairness, the amendments which were indicated 
should be taken up in the order in which they 
were offered. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. Grow] first indicated his amendment, 
then the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. May- 
yarD,] then the gentleman from Ohio, | Mr. Bine- 

am]—— 

7 a. DAVIS, of Indiana. Is not mine the first 
proposition to recommit with instructions? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. | withdraw the 
motion tg recommit. I think that the gentle- 
man’s motion will be the first voted on if the 
Chair holds it to be in order. I hold it to be out 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Grow,] at the time, objected to 
the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana. 
He would not yield the floor to allow it to come in. 

Mr. GROW. Lobjected if, by that motion, my 
own amendment would be cut off. I think that 
the gentleman appealed to me at the time I was 
upon the floor, and 1 would have yielded to him 
if it would not have prevented me offering my 
amendmen. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, can just as well be enter- 
tained after all the amendments are in, as at the 
present time. - 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Then, of course, the 
first vote will recur on my motion. If that be so, 
I have no objection. 


The SPEAKER. The first question will be on | 


the motion to recommit. 
Mr. Grow’s amendment was then reported by 
the Clerk, as follows: 


Add the following as an additional section: | 


Sec. —. ind be it further enacted, That so much of an 
act entitled “An act for the admission of the State of Kansas 
into the Union,” approved the 4th day of May, A. D. 1858, 
as provides that * wirenever, and not before, it is ascer- 
tained, by a census duly and legally taken, that the popu- 
jation of said Territory eguals or exceeds the ratio of rep- 
resentation required for a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States,’’ be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. ENGLISH. Is it now in order to offer 
an amendment to the pending amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. GROW. I propose to modify my amend- 
ment by adopting an amendment prepared by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Perrit,]} and ac- 
cepted by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Bine+ 
HAM,] as a substitute for his. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amendment in the nature of a substitute for Senate bill 
(No. 239) for the admission of Oregon into the Union: 

Strike out the preamble of the bill, and all after the en- 
acting clause, and insert after the enacting clause the fol- 
lowing: 

The inhabitants, being citizens of the United States, and 
legal voters of such poruons of the Territories of Oregon and 
Kansas as are embraced within the following limits, to wit: 
First. Such inhabitants of the Territory of Oregon, within 
the following limits: 

Beginning one marine league at sea, due west from the 
point where the forty-second parallel of north latitude in- 
tersects the same ; thence northerly, at the same distance 
from the line of the coast, lying west and opposite the State, 
including all islands within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, to a point due west and opposite the middie of the 
north ship channel of the Columbia river; thence easterly, 
to and up the middie channel of said river, and, where it is 
divided by islands, up the middle of tle widest channel 
thereof, to a poini near Fort Walla- Walia, where the forty- 
sixth parallel of north latitude crosses said river; thence 
east, Ou said paraliel, to the middle of the main channel of 
the Shoshones or Snake river; thence up the middle of the 
main channel of said river, to the mouth of the Owyhee 
river; thence due south, to the parallel of latitude forty-two 
degrees north; thence west, along said parallel, to the place 
of beginning; and such inhabitants of the Territory of Kan- 
Sas, Who are citizens of the United States, within the fol- 
lowing limits: Beginning on the western boundary of the 
State of Missouri, where the thirty-seventh parallel of north 
latitude crosses the same ; thence west on said parallel to 
the one hundred and first meridian of longitude; thence north 
on said meridian to the fortieth paralle! of latitude ; theace 
east on said parallel of Jautude to the western boundary of 
the State of Missouri; thence southward with said bound- 
ery to the beginning, be, and they are hereby, respectively 
authorized to form for themselves constitutions and State 


THE CONGRE 


—anenellives 


|| change of a Territory to a State. 
!! the same thing, requiring exactly the same kind 


footing with the original States, according to the Federal 
Constitution. i 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That on the first Tues- 
day of June next, such inhabitants in each representative 
district, then existing within the limits of the said proposed 
States, are hereby authorized to elect two delegates for 
each representative to which said district way be entitled 
according to the ratio which may then exist for represent 
atives to the Territorial Legisiatures, which election for 
delegates shall be held and conducted and the returns made, 
in all respects in contormity with the then existing laws of 


| said Territories, respectively regulating the election of 


representatives; and the delegates so elected for each of 


said Territories, shall assemble at the capital of their proper | | 


Territory on the first Tuesday in July next, and first de- 
termine each for their proper Territory, by a vote whether 
#t is the wish of the people of the proposed State to be ad 
mitted into the Union at that time ; and ifso, shall proceed 
each, for their prope? Territory, to form a constitution in 


|| republican form, and take all necessary steps for the es- 
| tablishment of a State government, in conformity with the 
| Federal Constitution, subject to the approval and ratifica- 
| tion = the people of the particular Territory to be affected 
| thereby. 


Sec. 3. nd be it further enacted, Thatin the event said 


conventions, or either of them, shall decide in favor of the || 


immediate admission of the proposed State into the Union, 
it shall be the duty of the United States marshals for said 
Territories, or the marshal of said Territory so deciding, to 
proceed to take a census or enumeration of the inhabitants 


within the limits of the proposed State, under such rules | 


and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of 


the Interior, with a view of ascertaining the number of | 


Representatives to which said proposed State may be enti 
tled in the Congress of the United States; and each said 


| State shall be entitled, until the next apportionment, to one 
| Representative, and such additional Representatives as the 


population of the State shall show it to be entitied to, ac- 
cording to the census and the present ratio of representa 
tion. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the following 


| proposigons be, and the same are hereby, offered to the 


said conventions of delegates for their fr@g acceptance or re- 
jection, which, if accepted by the corfventions, or either of 
them, shall be obligatory upon the United States and upon 
the said State so accepting, to wit: First. The sections 
numbered sixteen and thirty six in every township ot pub 
lic lands in said State, and where either of said sections, or 
any part thereof, has been sold or otherwise disposed of, 
other lands equivalent thereto, and as contiguous as may 
be, shall be granted to said State for the use of schools. 


Second. That seventy-two sections of land shall be set | 


apart and reserved for the use and support of a State uni- 


versity, to be selected by the Governor of said State, sub- | 
ject to the approval of the Commissioner of the General | 


Land Office,and to be appropriated and applied in such 
manner as the Legislature of said State may prescribe for 
the purpose aforesaid, but for no other purpose. 
That ten entire sections of land, to be selected by the Gov- 
ernor of said State, in legal subdivisions, shall be granted 
to said State for the purpose of completing the public build- 


+ ings, or for the erection of others, at the seat of Govern- 


ment, under the direction of the Legislature there. Fourth. 
That all salt springs within said State, not exceeding twelve 
in number, with six sections of land adjoining, or as con- 
tiguous as may be to each, shall be granted to said State for 
its use, the same to be selected by the Governor thereof 
within one year after the admission of said State ; and when 
80 selected, to be used or disposed of on such terms, con- 
ditions, ahd regulations, as the Legislature shall direct: 
Provided, That no salt spring or land, the right whereof is 
now vested in any individual or individuals, or which may 
hereafter be confirmed or adjudged to any individual or in- 
dividuals, shall by this article be granted to said State. 
Fifth® That five per centum of the net proceeds of sales of 
ali public lands lying within said State which shall be sold 
by Congress after the admission of said State into the 
Union, afterededucting all the expenses incident to. the 
same, shall be paid to said State for the purpose of making 
public roads and internal improvements as the Legislature 
shall direct: Provided, That the foregoing propositions 
herein offered are on the condition that the said conven- 
tion which shall form the constitution of said State, shall 
provide, by a clause in sajd constitution, or an ordinance 
irrevocable without the cMbent of the United States, that 
said State shall never interfere with the primary disposal 
of the soil withins the same by the United States, or with 
any regulations Congress may find necessary for securing 
the titles in said soil to bona fide purchasers thereof; and 
that no tax shalt be imposed on lands belonging to the 
United States, and that in no case shall non-resident pro- 
prietors be taxed higher than residents. 

Sec.5. The prohibition contained in the first section of 
the act of the present Congress, entitled *‘An act for the 
admission of the State of Kansas into the Union,’’ approved 
May 4, 1858, being inconsistent herewith, is hereby re 
pealed. 


Mr. SANDIDGE. 
tute for the original bill ? 
Mr. GROW. It is a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I make the point of order 
that it cannot be received under the rules of the 
House. It is applicable to another Territory 
than that of Oregon; and is not, therefore, ger- 
mane to the bill before the House 


Mr. GROW. ‘There can be no doubt upon the | 


mind of any member that an enabling act for Ore- 
gon woifld be entirely germane to this bill as a sub- 
stitute for it. The subject of the bill is the trans- 
forming of the Territory of Oregon into a State, 
so that the general subject of legislation is the 
Now, to do 
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governments, and to come into the Union upon an equal | 


Third. | 


Is that offered as a substi- | 
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of legislation, for another Territory, is perfectly 
germane; for it has been ruled in the House, over 
andover again, that a bill which proposes to grant 
alternate sections to a particular State for rail- 
roads, may be amended by extending the same 
provisions to any other States. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I think the ruling has been 


exactly the reverse. 


Mr. GROW. No, sir. Mr. Banks decided, in 
a case whege the point was raised, that it was 
competent to amend in that way. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. In 1852, the 
question of order was raised by "Mr. Grey, of 
Kentucky, and the then Speaker ruled it to be 
in order, and his decision was sustained by the 
whole House, e 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Boyd and Mr. Banks so 
ruled in two particular instances that I remember. 
Now, the general subject of legislation is the ad- 
mission of a State; and the only question now 
is, whether locality is to control the subject? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels no ee 
in deciding the question of order. The bill which 
the House is acting upon is a bill for the admis- 
sion of Oregon into the Union. The proposition 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is a propo- 
sition making an enabling act for Oregon and 
Kansas. The Chair rules the amendment out of 
order under the 55th rule of the House, which is 
as follows: 

**No motion or proposition, on a subject different from 
that under consideration, shall be admitted under color of 
amendment.”? 

Mr. GROW. I take an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair; and will state briefly the’ 
ground of my appeal. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Anappeal is not debatable. 

Mr. GROW. Ido not propose to debate it; 

: * 

but I have a right to state the ground of my ap- 
peal. The rule which has just been read provides 
‘that no motion pod pe on a spbject dif- 
ferent from that under consideration, shall be ad- 
mitted under color of an amendment.’”’ 1 grant 
that; but the subject before the House is the ad- 
mission of a State. It isa general subject, and 
applicable to all States; otherwise, we could have 
no general legislation. The title is buta specific 
designation of this bill; but the general subject 
covers all that class of legislation; so that I think 
my amendment is in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. Upon that I call the yeas and 
“nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 126, nays 92; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, 
Barksdale, Barr, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 

Burnett, Burns, Caruthers, Caskie, Cavanaugh, John B. 
Clark, Clay, Cobb, Join Cochrane, Cockerill, Corning, 
Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, David- 
son, Davis of Mississippi, Dewart, Dimmick, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Foley, Gar- 
nett, Garirell, Gillis, Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Lawrence 
W. Hall, Hatch, Hawkins, Hill, Hodges, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hughes, Lluyler; Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Jacob M. Kunkel, Lamar, 
Landy, Lawrence, Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, McKibbin, 
McQueen, McRae, Samuel 8. Marshall, Mason, Maynard, 
Miles, Miller, Millson, Montgomery, Moore, Niblack, Nich- 
ols, Pendleton, Peyton, Jolin 5. Phelps, William W. Phelpa, 
Phillips, Powell, Ready, Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, 
Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Scout, Searing, Seward, Aaron 
Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Sickles, Singleton, Robert 
Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Statiworth,. Ste- 
phens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, George Tay- 
lor, Miles Taylor, Thayer, Trippe, Underwood, Vailandig- 
ham, Vanee, Ward, Watkins, White, Whiteley, Woodson 
Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, John V. Wright, an 
Zollicoffer—126. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Billinghurst, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burroughs, 
Case, Chaffee, Chapman, Ezra Clark, Horace F, Clark, 
Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cur- 
tis, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Lowa, 
Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harris, Haskin, Hoard, 
Horton, Howard, Keim, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, 
John C. Kunkel, Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse. Mott, Murray, Olin, 
Paimer, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Potter, Potile, Purviance, 
Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, Jolin Sherman, Judson 
W. Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, oe an, 
Thompson, Tompkins, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Etlihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wilson, and Wood—92. 

So the appeal was laid on the tuble. 

During the eall, 


Mr. BURLINGAME stated that Mr. Davis, 
of Massachusetts, was detained from the House 
by severe indisposition. 
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Mr. GROW. I now offer my amendment, as 
it originally stood before it was modified. 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
offer a substitute for that section. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. 
on that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules the amend- 
ment out of order, upon the same ground as the 
other amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. GROW. I will not take an appeal, al- 


though 1 think the decision of the Chair and of 


the House is wrong. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Maynarp] offered an amendment to 
the original bill, which will now be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Mfisert as additional sections the following: 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That this act shall 
take effect only upou the following conditions: 


_THE CONGRESHO 


If it is order, 1 desire_to | 


. | 
1 make a point of order 


first, that | 


it be ascertained by a census, duly and legally taken, that | 


the population inciuded and reSiding within the limits of 


the proposed State of Oregon equals or exceeds the ratioaf | 


representation required tor a mgniber of the House of Repre 

sentatives of the Congress of the United States; and, second, 
that the question of admission with the following proposition 
be submitted to a vote of the people of the said proposed 


State, and assented to by thein, or a majority of the voters | 
voting at an election to be heid for that purpose, namely: | 


that section two of article two of the constitution framed at 


Salem, on the loth day of September, in the year ofour Lord | 


1857. shall be changed, to read as follows: ** Src. 2. In all 
elections not olberwise provided by this constitution, every 


white male citizen of the United States, of the age of twenty- | 


one years and upwards, who shall have resided in the State 
during the six months immediately preceding such election, 
sliall be entitied to vote at all elections authorized by law ;”’ 
and in Uris forin shall be and remain as a part of the constitu 

tion of said State. At the said election the voting shall be by 
ballot, and by indorsing on his ballot, as each voter may be 
pleased, * citizen suffrage” or “ alien suffrage.”? Shoulda 
majority of the votes cast be for “ citizen suffrage,’ and 


should the census to be taken show a populauon equal- | 
ing or exceeding the ratio of representation required tor a 


member of the Llouse of Reyfesentatives of the Congress of 
the United States, the President of the United States, as 
s800N as these facts are duly made known to him, shall an 
nounce the same by proclamation; and thereatter, and 
without any further proceedings on the part ot Congress, 
this act, and every part thereot, shall take effect, and the 
admission of the State of Oregon into the Union upon an 
equal footing with the original Stages in all respects what 
ever shall be absolute end complete. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the election au- 
thorized by thia act shall be held at the same places, and by 


the same officers, as elections heretofore in the Territory | 


of Oregon, and at such time after the passage of this act, 
and its official publication in said Territory, as the Gover 

nor of said Territory may, by proclamation, designate, the 
day to be as early a one as is consistent with due notice 
thereof to the people of said ‘Territory, subject to the pro 

Visions of this act: Provided, That, in the election hereby 
uuthorized, all white male inhabitants of said Territory over 
the age of twenty-one years, and who are citizens of the 


Ee 


United States, shall be allowed to vote; and this shall be | 


the only qualification required to entitle the voter to the 
nght of suffrage in said election. And if any person not so 
qualified, shal! vote, or offer to vote, or if any person shall 


vole nore than once at said election, or shall make, or | 
cause to be made, any false, fictitious, or fraudulent returns, | 


or shall alter or change any returns of said election, such 
person shall, upon cofviction thereof before any court of 
competent juri-diction, be kept at hard labor not less than 
siX months, and not more than three years. 

Seo. 8. .4nd be it further enacted, That for their services 


in holding said elections, the officers shall be entitled tore- | 


ceive te same compensation as is given for like services 
under the territorial laws. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 


gia (Mr. Hz} offered an amendment to the | 


original bill, which will now be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the word *‘ that,’ in section one, and 


invert the following in heu thereol ; and strike out secuion 
three. 


Whenever it is ascertained by a census, duly and legally | 


taken, that the populanon ofthe Territory of Oregon equals 
or exceeds the ratio of representation required for a mem 
ber of the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 


United States, Oregon shall be received into the Union on | 


an equal fobting with the other States in all respects what 


ever, with the following boundaries: In order that the | 


boundaries of the State may be known and established, it 
is hereby ordained and declared that the ‘State of Oregon 


shall be bounded as follows, to wit: Beginning one marine | 


league at sea due west from the point where the’ forty-sec 

ond parallel of north latitude intersects the same; thence 
northerly, at the same distance from the line of the coast, 
lying west and opposite the State, including all islands 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, to a point due 
west and opposite the middie of the north ship channel of 
the Columbia river; thence easterly to and up the middle 
channel of suid river, and, where it is divided by islands, 
up the middle of the widest channel thereof, to a point near 
Fort Walla- Walla, where the forty-sixth parallel of north 
latitude crosses said river; thence east, on said parallel, to 
the middie of the main channel of the Shoshones or Snake 


river, thence up the middle of the Main channel of said | 


river to the mouth of the Owyhee river; thence due south 


to the parallel of latitude 42° degrees north; thence west, | 


along said parallel, to the place of beginning, including ju- 
risdiction in civil and criminal cases upon the Columbia 


j 


| 


tories of which those rivers form a boundary in common | Land Office, to be appropriated and a 


with this State. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House 
the two amendments which have been read are 
the only amendments which can be entertained to 
the original bill. ‘The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
Bincuam, gave notice that he would offer the fol- 
lowing substitute: 


Strike out the preamble and all after the enacting clause 
and insert the following: 

W hereas the people of Oregon have framed, ratified, and 
adopted a constitution of State government preparatory to 
their admission into the Union as a-State ; and whereas said 
constitution does not conform tothe Constitution and the 
laws of the United States: Theretore, 

Be it enacted hy the Senate aud House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the inhabitants of that portion of the ‘Territory of Oregon 
which is embraced within the following limits, to wit: 
beginning one marine league at sea due west from the point 
where the forty-second parallel of north latitude interseets 
the same ; thence northerly, at the same distance from the 
line of the coast. ving west and opposite the State, inelud- 
tng all islands within the jurisdiction of the United States, to 
a point due west and opposite the middle of the north ship 
channel of the Columbia river; thence easterly, to and up 
the middle channel! of said river, and where it is divided by 
islands, up the middle of the widest channel thereof, to a 
point near Fort Walla-Walla, where the forty-sixth paral- 
lel of north latitude erosses said river; thence east, on said 
parallel, tothe middle of the main channel of the Sho<hones 
or Snake river; thence up the middle of the main channel 
of said river to the moutil of the Owyhee river; thence due 
south to the parallel of latitude 42° north; thence west, 
along said parallel, to the place of beginning. be, and hereby 


are, authorized to form @ constitution as hereinafter pro- | 


vided. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said State of 


Oregon shall have concurrent jurisdiction on the Columbia 
and all otherrivers and waters bordering on the said State 
of Oregon, so taras the same shall torm acommon pound 
ary to said State aug any other State or States now or here- 
atter to be formed or Wounded by the same; and said river 
and waters, and the navigable waters leading into the same, 
shall be common highways, and forever free, as well to the 
inhabitants of said State as to all other citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, without any tax, duty, impost, or toll, therefor. 

Sic. 3. .&nd be it further enacted, That, on the first Mon- 


day in October next, the citizens of the United States who | 


are legal voters, resident in each representative districtahen 
existing within the limits of the proposed State, are hereby 
authorized to elect two delegates for each representative to 


which said district may be entitled according to the appor- | 


tionment for Representatives to the Territorial Legislature ; 
which election tor delegates shall be held and conducted, 
and the returns made, in all respects, in conformity with 
the laws of said Territory regulating the election of repre- 
sentatives ; and the delegates so elected shall assembie at 
the capital of said ‘Territory on the first Monday in Novem- 
ber next, and first determine, by a vote, whether it is the 
wish of the people-of the proposed State to be admitted into 
the Union at that time ; and if so, shall proceed to form a 
constitution, and take all the necessary steps for the estab- 
lishment of a State government, in conformity with the 
Federal Constitution, subject to the-approval and ratifica- 
tion of the people of the proposed State 

Sec. 4. andbe it further enacted, That, in the event said 
convention shall decide in favor of the immediate admis- 
sion of the proposed State into the Union, until the next 
congressional apportionment the said State shall have one 
Representative in the House of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Sec. 5. And he it furtner enacted, That, from and after 
the admission of the State of Oregon into the Union in pur- 
suance of this act, the laws of the United States, which are 
not locally inapplicable, shall have the same force and effect 


within the State of Oregon as elsewhere withie the United | 


States ; and said State shall constitute one district, and be 
ealled the district of Oregon; and a district court shall be 
held therein, to consist of one judge, who shall reside in the 
said district, and be called a district judge. Heshall bold, 
at the seat of government of said State, two sessions an- 
nually, on the first Monday#in January and July; and he 
shail, in all things, have and enBtice the same jurisdiction 
and powers which were, by law, given to the judge of the 
Kentucky district, under an act entitled, ** An act to estab- 


lish the judicial courts of the United States.’? He shall ap- | 


point a clerk for said district, who shall reside and keep the 

records of said court at the place of holding the same. 
Seco. 6. 4nd be it further enacted, That there shall be ap- 

pointed in said district. a person learned in the law, to act 


as attorney of the United States; and there shall also be | 


appointed a marshal for said district, who shall perform the 
same duties and be subject to the same regulations and pen- 
alties as are prescribed to marshals in other districts. 

See. 7. and be it further enacted, That the district judge, 
attorney, clerk, and marshal, contemplated by this act, 
shall each be allowed the same compensation and fees that 


are severally allowed the sane oflicers in the State of Cal- || 


ifornia by act or Congress, to be paid in the same manner. 
Sec. 8. and be ut further enacted, That the following 
propositions be, and the same’are hereby, offered to the said 


| convention of the people of Oregon for their free accept- 


ance or rejection, which, if accepted by the convention, 


shall be obligatory on the United States and upon said State | 


of Oregon, to wit: 


First. That sections number sixteen and thirty-six in | 
where | 


every township of public Iygjds in said State, an 
cither of said sections or any part thereof has been sold or 


otherwise been disposed of, other lands equivalent thereto, | 
and as contignous as may be, shall be granted to said State | 


for the use of schools. 
Second. That seventy-two sections of land shall be set 
apart and reserved for the use and support of a State uni- 


versity, to be selected by the Governor of said State, sub- | 
river and Snake river, conetrrently with States and Terri- |! ject to the approval of the Commissioner of the General | 


NAL GLOBE. 





{| ing, or as contiguous as may be to each, sh 
| said State for its use ; the same to be selected by the Goy. 
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pplied in such aman. 


| ner as the Legislature of said State may prescribe for -, 


rpose aforesaid, but for no other purpose. 

Third. That ten entire sections of land, to be « 
by the Governor of said State, in legal subdivision 
be granted to said State for the purpose of completing the 
public buildings, or for the erection of others at the sea; - 
government, under the direction of the Legislature thevens 

Fourth. That all salt springs within said State, joi ey, 
ceeding twelve in number, with six sections of laud adjoin. 


all be granted to 


elected 
8, shal) 


ernor thereof within one year after the admission of said 
State, and, when so selected, to be used or disposed of oy 


such terms, conditions, and reguiations, as the Legislature 


Shall direct: Provided, That no salt spring or land, the right 


whereof is now vested in any individual or individuals, or 
which may be hereafter confirmed or adjudged to any ingj. 
vidual or individuals, shall, by this article, be granted to 


| said State. 


Fifth. That five per centum of the net proceeds of sales 


| of all public lands lying within said State which shall bo 


sold by Congress after the admission of said State into the 


| Union, after deducting ail the expPnses incident to the 


saine, shall be piid to said State for the purpose of making 
public roads.and internal improvements, as the Legislature 
shall direct: Provided, The foregoing propositions herein 
offered are on the condition that the said convention whieh 
shall form the constitution of said State shall provide, bya 
clause in said constitution, or an ordinance, #revocable 


| without the consent of the United States, that said State 
| shall never interfere with the primary disposal of the sojj 


within the same by the United States, or with any reguta- 
tions Congress may find necessary for securing the title in 
said soil to bona fide purchasers thereof; and that no tax 
shall be imposed on lands belonging to the United States 
and that in no case shall non-resident proprietors be taxed 
higher than residents. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky moves to amend the substitute by striking 
it out, and inserting the following in lieu thereof: 

Whereas, the people of Oregon have framed a constitu- 
tion under which they propose to be admitted asa State into 


this Union, it being represented that the population of said 
State is sufficiently numerous to be entitled, onghe existing 


| ratio of representation, to one Representative On the floor 
| of the House of Representatives ; and whereas it is the 
| sense of Congress thatthe extension of the right to vote for 
| a member of the House of Representatives of the United 


States to a person neither native or naturalized according 
to the act of Congress, is violative of the spirit and true 


| meaning of the Constitution of the United States; and 


whereas the constituuon of the State of Oregon contains 
a provision granting such extension to aliens without nat- 
uralization: Therefore, " 

Beit enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
whenever it shall appear, by a census taken by the order of 


| the Governor of Oregon Territory, that Oregon contains 
| ninety three thousand people, Oregon shall be admitted as 


a State into this Union, on an equal footing with the origin- 
al States in all respects whatever, upon the fandamental 
condition that the second clause of the second article of the 


| constitution now submitted to Congress, and embraced in 


the following words, to wit: ** and every white male of for- 


| eign birth, of the age of twenty-one years and upwards, who 


shall have resided in the United States one year, and shall 
have resided in this State during the six months immedi- 


' ately preceding said election, and shall have declared his 


intention to become acitizen of the United States one year 
preceding such election, conformablyto the laws of the Uni- 
ted States onthe subject of naturalization, shall be entitled 


| tovote at all elections authorized by law” shall never be 


construed to authorize the said persons of foreign birth, 
and not naturalized, to vote for members*of the House of 


| Representatives of the United States at any election for 


guich in said State; Provided, The people of Oregon, re- 
assembled in convention, shall asseut to said fundamental 
condition, and shall transmit tothe President of the United 
States, on or before the first day of November, 1859, an 
authentic copy of said amendment to said constitution, and 
a certified return of said cerfsus ; upon the receipt whereof, 
the President of the United States, by proclamation, shall 


| announce the fact; whereupon, and without any further 
| proceedings on the part of Congress, the admission of the 


said State of Oregon into the Union shall be considered as 
complete. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I under- 
stood that all these amendments were to be voted 
on in their turn, in the order in which they were 
offered. I donot think, therefore, that my amend- 
ment can be regarded as an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. “s 
amendment is a substitute for the original bill. If 
the gentleman’s amendment is adopted, then 
mine will be excluded. If the gentleman’s be 
not adopted, I want the vote to come between my 
amendment and the original bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Of course, the 

uestion will be between the two substitutes. If 
the House adopt the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, then the question will be 
between his substitute and the original bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I think that 
my amendment will stand a better chance if the 
vote is first taken on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. There may be votes against 
mine in the hope of getting his. 1 presume the 
first votes will be on the motious to amend the 
original text. 
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